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ABSTRACT




This study, based upon Palmer's theory of reciprocity 
and unreciprocity in role relationships, investigates two ex­
treme forms of individual violence, murder and suicide. Pour 
independent variables are employed in the analysis: reciproc­
ity in role relationships, unreciprocity or blockage in role 
relationships, interference in the playing of appropriate roles 
and loss, either complete or partial of major roles. It was 
hypothesized that the more do individual's experience block­
age or unreciprocity in attempting to play their appropriate 
roles or the more do they experience interference in their role 
playing, the more likely they are to express aggression out­
wardly and in the extreme commit murder. Conversely, it was 
hypothesized that suicide is more often the result of high de­
grees of role reciprocity (the facilitation of role playing 
experienced by the individual) or by severe role loss. Mod­
erate degrees of these four variables tend to result in nei­
ther extreme of violent behavior.
The samples used in this study were composed of 62 
male homicide offenders, 98 male suicide victims, and 78 male
iii
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psychoneurotics, that is, individuals who had never expressed 
either extreme form of violence. Detailed life histories of 
each of these men provided the data for this study. Five ma­
jor roles enacted by most members of our society were analyzed: 
child, student, occupational, marital, and parental. Both di­
rect and indirect (judgmental) measures of the degree of role 
reciprocity, unreciprocity, and interference and direct mea­
sures of role loss were employed in the analysis of these roles. 
Also an overall measure of the four independent variables was 
included. Controls on age, education, occupation, and marital 
status were introduced into the analysis of the data.
Generally the findings of the study were:
(1) High degrees of role reciprocity were positively 
related to suicidal behavior and inversely related to homicidal 
behavior. Non-violent individuals tended to experience more 
moderate degrees of role reciprocity than either the homicide or 
suicide samples.
(2) High degrees of role loss were positively related 
to suicidal behavior. Lesser degrees of loss were associated 
with homicide and low degrees of loss were evident among the 
non-violent individuals.
(3) High degrees of role unreciprocity were positively 
associated with homicidal behavior, and inversely related to 
suicidal behavior. Non-violent individuals tended to experi­
ence more moderate degrees of role unreciprocity.
(4) High degrees of role interference were positively 
associated with homicidal behavior and inversely associated
iv
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
with suicidal behavior. Moderate degrees of role interference 
tended to be associated with non-violent behavior.
The data tended to support the hypothesis linking high 
degrees of role reciprocity and role loss with suicidal behavior 
and high degrees of role unreciprocity and role interference with 
homicidal behavior. The findings relevant to moderate degrees 
of the four independent variables and non-violent behavior are 
less consistent with the stated hypotheses. However, in general, 
the non-violent individuals did not tend to experience extreme 
forms of role reciprocity, role loss, role unreciprocity and role 
interference.
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INTRODUCTION
This research report considers the effects of certain 
social structural conditions, and of their psychological con­
sequences on two extreme forms of individual violence, murder 
and suicide."'' The focus of the study is on the role relation­
ships of individuals who have either killed themselves, someone 
else, or who have manifested no signs of such violence. Essen­
tially, four independent variables are analyzed: blockage or
unreciprocity in role relationships, interference in the playing 
out of appropriate roles, excessive reciprocity in role relation­
ships , and actual loss of relationships.
It is hypothesized that life histories of excessive un­
reciprocity (blockage), excessive interference or certain loss 
of role relations tends to generate homicide; that excessive 
reciprocity in roles or severe loss of roles tends to generate 
suicide; and that lesser degrees of reciprocity, unreciprocity, 
role loss, or interference in role relationships do not tend to 
result in extreme violence.
This research was conducted in New Hampshire, a state 
in transition from a rural to an urban way of life. The 1970
-*-Murder refers to the intentional killing of one or more
human beings by another. All murder cases are men incarcerated
for first degree or second degree murder and first degree man­
slaughter.
Suicide refers to the deliberate taking of one's own
life. Each suicide victim in the opinion of the medical examiner
presiding, consciously and deliberately killed himself.
1
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2census, however, shows that New Hampshire is essentially a 
small town and rural state. New Hampshire is geographically 
small (9,300 square miles: among the 50 states, it ranks 44th 
in size). There are approximately 735,000 residents, ranking 
the state 42nd in population, with wide variations in size of 
population per place, ranging from 108,000 in Manchester 
down to very small villages with only a few persons. Aside 
from four cities with a population of 20,000 to 30,000 each, 
the state is basically composed of small towns of a few 
hundred people and some small cities of a few thousand people 
each. Twenty-one other states in the United States are at 
least 50 per cent rural, while the population of New Hampshire 
is predominately rural non-farm.
Most studies of homicide and suicide have been conducted 
in urban areas. However, the rates for both homicide and suicide 
in Northern New England tend to be highest in small towns and 
rural areas. In approximately 25 states the rural areas account 
for more than one-third of all murders commited in the state.
In 1969, there were 18 murders in New Hampshire —  13 of these 
occurred in the rural sectors of the state.
The homicide rate in New Hampshire is low (2.5)'*' com­
pared to the national average of (7.2) (Uniform Crime Report, 
1969). It should be noted, however, that the rural homicide 
rate in New Hampshire (7=0) is considerably above the average 
rural homicide rate in the United States (5.6), while the rates 
for both the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area and other
1Both homicide and suicide rates are in terms of 
100,000 population.
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3cities in New Hampshire are markedly lower than the national 
average. In 1969 the homicide rate for Standard Metropolitan 
Statistical Areas in the United States was (8.2) and the rate 
for other cities was (4.4), compared to New Hampshire's Stand­
ard Metropolitan Statistical Area's rate of (.5) and the rate 
for other cities (1.3) (Uniform Crime Report, 1969).
With respect to suicide, the Vital Statistics of the 
United States, 1964, indicates that New Hampshire has the 
seventh highest rate in the United States (14.8), compared with 
(10.6) for the entire country. The suicide rate for New Hampshire 
since 1964 has been consistently above the national average 
(Statistical Abstract, 1970). In general the rates of homicide 
and suicide are inversely related in New Hampshire, homicide 
rates tend to be low while suicide rates are relatively high.
The data for this study come from three major sources. 
Psychological autopsies on 98 suicides committed in New Hamp­
shire over a two-year period formed one major source of data. 
Comparable detailed life histories of 62 murderers either pres­
ently incarcerated at the New Hampshire Hospital, the state's 
only in-patient psychiatric hospital, or at the single State 
Penitentiary, or recently released from either institution, 
formed the second major source of data. These life histories 
were provided by both the hospital and penitentiary. A com­
parison group of non-violent individuals was also used. These 
were persons with psychoneurotic complaints who, during the 
past five years were patients at the New Hampshire Hospital.
They manifested no behavior which could be construed as violent, 
either inwardly or outwardly expressed. Detailed life histories
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
4were provided by the New Hampshire Hospital for these 
non-violent individuals.
This research report will follow the following 
format: Chapter One reviews the previous theoretical work
on suicide. Chapter Two provides major dimensions of 
suicide, i.e., suicide in relation to age, sex, race, 
marital status and residence (rural-urban). Chapter Three 
reviews major theoretical works on homicide. Chapter Four 
discusses several major social structural variables influenc­
ing homicide, i.e., age, sex, race, and residence (rural- 
urban) . Chapter Five discusses theories of homicide and 
suicice in relation to each other. Here a detailed formula­
tion of the specific theoretical orientation used in this 
research is developed. This leads to the major hypotheses 
that guide the analysis. Chapter Six describes the 
research design and research setting. Chapters Seven 
through Ten present the findings of the study. Each of the 
four major independent variables, reciprocity, unreciprocity, 
interference, and loss, are considered separately in the four 
chapters on the findings. Chapter Eleven relates in more 
complex fashion the four independent variables to each 
other and to the three dependent variables: homicide, suicide,
and the absence of violent behavior. This chapter also 
presents the summary and conclusions of the study and sug­
gests further lines of research. An extensive bibliography 
on homicide and suicide is provided in ah Appendix.




Most of what sociologists have contributed toward the 
understanding of suicide is based solidly on the initial theo­
retical formulations developed by Emile Durkheim in France 
over 80 years ago. Durkheim (1960) systematically eliminated 
all the non-social explanations of suicide and proceeded to 
put forth a theory of social integration and social regulation 
which he felt accounted for suicide. He conceived of four 
etiological types of suicide: altruistic, egoistic, anomic,
and fatalistic. Each of these major types is explained by the 
varying degrees of integration of the social groups to which 
the individual belongs, or by the degree of regulation of the 
individual within such groups. Although he did not explicitly 
define integration, it is believed Durkheim meant the extent to 
which individuals share common life values (Palmer: 1969). The 
more they share these common life values, the more integrated 
the groups to which they belong.
Integration may be seen on a continuum from extreme 
high integration to extreme low integration. Social groups 
characterized by either extreme may generate high rates of 
suicide. It should be noted here that Durkheim spoke only of 
rates of suicide; he was not speaking directly of individual 
cases of suicide.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
6Altruistic and egoistic suicide, Durkheim argued, 
tend to be the results of extremes of integration of the more 
important social groups of a society. Altruistic suicide, on 
the one hand, occurs when integration is very high and the 
individual takes his own life for the sake of the group or 
culture to which he belongs. He places the life of the group 
ahead of his own, as example, in religious sacrifice or poli­
tical or military allegiance. On the other hand egoistic 
suicide is the result of the lack of integration, the lack 
of strong group ties with family, religious groups, or 
political groups. The individual is adrift from affiliations 
with social groups and hence devoid of involvement in common 
social activities.
Anomic and fatalistic suicide are the result, in 
Durkheim's scheme, of extremes of social regulation. Social 
regulation obtains when society has control over the actions 
and feelings of its members. Societies and social groups with 
both high and low degrees of social regulation tend also to 
be characterized by high rates of suicide. Where social 
regulations are too demanding fatalism obtains. Conversely, 
where there is an absence of social regulation or rules or 
norms to guide one's behavior, individuals tend to be thrown 
into a state of turmoil, anxieties ensue and anomic suicide 
may be the result.
Anomic suicide is usually the result of rapid declines 
in integration. This can occur during times of sudden economic 
depression or economic boom. The regulations governing behavior
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7have not developed at the same pace as other changes in the 
situation and a state of normlessness exists.
Societies and social groups which are characterized 
by moderate degrees of social integration and social regula­
tion tend to have the lowest rates of suicide. In short, 
individuals must be socially involved (integrated) but not 
to the extent of loss of self identity, and they must be 
socially regulated, but not stiflingly so. These two 
forces, integration and regulation, must be carefully 
balanced, for as Durkheim contended, extremes of each may 
result in high rates of self destructive behavior.
Subsequent sociological work on suicide has invariably 
been based on the initial efforts of Durkheim. Primary 
attention has been devoted to the redefinition, that is to 
say, making more explicit the concept of integration left 
undefined by Durkheim himself. Powell (1958:139) theorizes 
that anomie may take two forms: "The one results from the 
self's dissociation from, the other from the development by, 
the conceptual system of the culture. Both render the indiv­
idual impotent and thus give rise to self-contempt which in 
extreme cases eventuates in suicide." Between the two extremes 
of dissociation and envelopment lie the integrated individuals 
who are less likely to resort to suicide.
Another attempt to make the concept of integration 
more specific was made by Gibbs and Martin (1964). They 
postulated that a society is integrated to the extent that
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
members possess durable and stable social relations. Such 
relations depend on the compatibility of the many statuses 
individuals occupy simultaneously. Most individuals occupy 
several statuses at once, being at the same time, husband, 
father, engineer, member of a political party, et cetera.
To the extent that conformity to the demands and expecta­
tions of the various roles associated with these statuses do 
not conflict with one another, Gibbs and Martin argue indiv­
iduals experience a condition of status integration. Stated 
in another way, the more consistent the various statuses an 
individual occupies, the less the demands and expectations 
of these statuses conflict, and the greater the social 
integration. To the extent that there are statuses in 
conflict, there is an absence of status integration. In 
short, Gibbs and Martin contended that the suicide rate 
varies inversely with the degree of status integration in a 
given situation.
Other related formulations which are applicable to 
both suicide and murder have been put forth. Henry and 
Short (1954) posited that suicide tends to be the result 
of a decrease in the strength of the relational system, that 
is, in the extent to which individuals are involved in relation­
ships with other persons. Further, suicide is a result of the 
decrease in the strength of the external restraints —  the 
degree to which behavior is required to conform to the demands 
and expectations of others. In sum, Henry and Short's position
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
was that as external restraints and the strength of the re­
lational system lessen, suicide increases. “When behavior 
is subjected to strong external restraint by virtue of either 
subordinate status or intense involvement in social relation­
ships with other persons," they write, "it is easy to blame 
others when frustrations occur. But when the restraints are 
weak, the self must bear the responsibility for frustration." 
Gold (1958:651-661) in his study of social class and sociali­
zation experiences, contended that upper class socialization 
practices rely on psychological or love-oriented means of 
control which prohibit the outward expression of aggression. 
Under these conditions, self tends to be blamed for misfor­
tunes. Therefore, among the upper social statuses, aggres­
sion directed toward the self is more prevalent than among 
the lower classes.
Teele (1962:31-39) built upon the formulation of 
Henry and Short. He extended Henry and Short's proposition 
that as the "strength of the relational system" increased, 
other directed aggression increased. Teele proposed three 
kinds of relational systems: (1) familial, (2) religious,
and (3) voluntary. Henry and Short's notion was applicable 
to the first two of these kinds. However, Teele reasoned 
that voluntary associations often involve greater acceptance 
of the rights and privileges of others. The result may be a 
lessening of outwardly directed violence. Homicide is less
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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likely a response to frustration and suicide a more likely 
response under this condition,
Lalli and Turner (1968:191-200) employed the concepts 
of open and closed societies to explain rates of homicide and 
suicide. In an open society, there is great stress on achieve­
ment, the rational solution to problems, and high value placed 
on personal freedom. Consequently, external restraints are 
low and aggression is turned inward. In a closed society, 
emphasis is placed on taboos, customs and conventions, and 
ascribed status. External restrains are high and so too is 
outwardly directed aggression.
Porterfield (1948) offered a movel explanation of 
social behavior, contending that as a state's index or "social 
well being" goes up, so too does its suicide rate. The more 
are needed social services, health and economic, provided to 
individuals, the higher the integration of the society (in 
terms of people helping one another), and the more likely is 
suicide to occur.
Still another formulation set forth by Straus and 
Straus (1953) applicable to both suicide and murder, focused 
on the closeness and looseness of the structuring of society.
A society is closely structured' to the degree that reciprocal 
rights and duties are stressed and enforced. Based on their 
research in Ceylon, these authors contended that in closely 
structured societies, outwardly expressed aggression is not 
culturally permissible. Suicide rather than murder is a
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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likely response to frustrations felt by individuals in closely 
closely structured societies.
Social Disorganization
Halbwachs (1930) investigated the relationship 
between urbanization and suicide. More specifically, he 
was interested in social isolation and its relation to 
suicide. Halbwach's major criticism of Durkheim was that 
the factors of family organization, religious affiliation and 
political involvement need not be considered separately in 
explaining suicide, but rather should be subsumed under the 
general variable of social isolation (see Martin and Gibbs: 
1968) . And it is this social isolation which is the major 
force which generates suicide. He further reasoned that 
social isolation is primarily found in urban centers. Martin 
(in Gibbs 1968:80) re-states Halbwach's general argument in 
two postulates and one theorem.
POSTULATE I : Suicide rates among populations vary directly
with the degree of social isolation.
POSTULATE II: The degree of social isolation of populations
varies directly with the degree to which the 
populations are urban.
THEOREM: Suicide rates among populations vary directly
to the degree to which the populations are 
urban.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
12
Other researchers have investigated characteristics 
of certain sectors of cities and their relation to suicide. 
Cavan (1928) found a positive relationship between highly 
disorganized areas of a city and high suicide rates. Schmid 
(1939:30-48), defining social disorganization in terms of 
population mobility, found positive correlations between 
population mobility and the suicide rate. These researchers 
had taken the view that suicide is the result of
a failure of social control over the behavior 
of the person, and . . .  is connected to various 
indications of individualism and detachment.
It is there, in our society, clearly a phenomenon 
of social disorganization. Faris (1955:293)
More recently, the actual disorganization of areas 
of a city has been questioned. It is contended that tradi­
tionally viewed areas of high disorganization are, on the 
contrary, highly organized. An apt example of this is skid 
row. Despite high population mobility, there is much pat­
terned social interaction in skid row. Palmer (1972)
Loss
Presumably "socially disorganized" areas of a city 
are populated by individuals who drift downwardly and finally
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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settle there. These downwardly mobile individuals comprise a 
high risk population for suicide. Breed (1964:179-188) has 
found that downward occupational mobility is associated with 
suicide. In his extensive study of 103 white male suicides 
and 206 nonsuicides/ matched for sex, race and age, Breed 
found that suicides tended to come from the lower occupational 
groups more so than from the control group. Fifty per cent 
of the suicides were not employed full time or were downwardly 
mobile, as compared to five per cent of the controls in the 
same categories.
In summary then, Breed found that the suicides were 
occupational failures, or experiencing considerable occupa­
tional loss. Frequently, the suicides were either on the 
brink of downward occupational drift or already in the lower 
occupational strata after having been downwardly mobile.
Wood (1961:744-753) focused on the threat of downward 
mobility as of particular etiological significance for suicide. 
In Ceylon he found suicide essentially a high status phenomenon. 
He stressed that "not high status per se, but relatively high 
status in conjunction with stress from an insecure achieved 
position is the structural component of a high suicide rate." 
Suicide then, according to the above views, is a consequence 
of the loss, or of the threat of loss of some level of prestige.
Losses other than occupational have been studied in 
relation to suicide. Kelly (1965:266-280) considered role 
loss in general, ensuing guilt and suicidal behavior. In
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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terms of role, Kelly stated:
Let us suppose that one person attempts to understand 
another, not merely as a behaving object or merely in 
terms of stimulus input and responses output, but as 
another person who himself has an outlook tingeing all 
of his perceptions of the world about him. If, see­
ing the other person in this manner, a person goes on 
to regulate his own behavior in reference to such a sub­
suming construction, then he is enacting a social role.
Kelly postulated that after an individual has suffered loss
of social roles, guilt tends to follow and suicide becomes
probable.
Parental loss especially in early childhood has been 
correlated to suicidal behavior by Dorpat, Ripley and Jackson 
(1965:215-216). These researchers compared completed and 
attempted suicides and found that significantly more of the 
completed suicide group lost parents by death. The attempted 
suicide group, on the other hand, seem to have been reacting 
to a threatened or temporary loss. By contrast, the completed 
suicides tended to be reacting to an irrevocable loss, death.
More recently, Gibbs (1968) postulated that the crucial 
etiological factor in suicide is the disruption of social rela­
tions. Gibbs set forth two propositions: (1) "the greater the
incidence of disrupted social relations in a population, the 
higher the suicide rate of that population; and (2) all suicide 
victims have experienced a set of disrupted social relations 
that is not found in the history of non-victims." More speci­
fically, the disruptions Gibbs refers to include "the death of 
a parents, spouse, or child; separation or divorce; termination 
of employment; some types of residential changes; the
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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termination of a love affair; and some changes in employment 
situations, to mention only a few possibilities."
In summary then, it can be said that it is not only 
the nature of social relations (extent of integration and 
regulation) but also the loss or disruption of social rela­
tions that are important in the etiology of suicide.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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CHAPTER II 
MAJOR DIMENSIONS OF SUICIDE
Age
A consistent finding in the study of suicide has 
been that the suicide rate increases with age. The older 
one is, the more vulnerable to suicide he becomes. Durkheim 
considered suicide rates by age and sex for the years 1835-44. 
He found that the age specific suicide rates are progressively 
higher at each succeeding age level. Durkheim found that for 
the males the suicide rate reaches a peak at age 80 and above. 
For the females, the same trend holds true to ages 70-80, 
then a slight decline is evident.
Reviewing more recent statistics for the U.S., simi­
lar conclusions are reached. There is a positive relation­
ship between age and suicide rate for both males and females 
(see Table 1). The suicide rate begins to decline only among 
the very elderly. While this pattern tends to be found in 
most societies, there are exceptions. Most notable is Japan 
where suicide rates tend to peak at between ages 20-24, then 
decline, and rise sharply again among the old aged (Gibbs: 
1968) . It is contended that cultural factors of personal 
honor and altruism may account for a large proportion of 
young adult suicide in Japan. The real or threatened loss
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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TABLE 1
SUICIDE RATES FOR AGE GROUPS 
UNITED STATES,
BY COLOR AND SEX, 
1960
White Non-White
Age Male Female Total Male Female Total
5-9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
10-14 1.0 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.1
15-19 5.9 1.6 3.7 3.5 1.5 2.5
20-24 12.0 3.2 7.5 7.4 1.6 4.3
25-29 13.8 4.8 9.2 12.7 3.2 7.6
30-34 15.9 6.8 11.2 13.3 3.9 8.2
35-39 19.6 8.3 13.8 14.6 3.3 8.7
40-44 24.2 8.2 16.1 12.3 4.1 8.0
45-49 30.2 11.0 20.4 12.8 2.7 7.5
50-54 37.6 11.2 24.2 12.2 4.0 8.0
55-59 39.9 10.9 25.1 16.5 3.3 9.8
60-64 40.6 11.2 25.2 17.5 3.0 10.0
65-69 38.5 8.5 22.5 14.0 3.7 8.6
70-74 46.7 9.5 26.6 10.5 3.9 7.0
75-79 52.9 10.0 29.0 5.9 1.8 3.7
80-84 60.9 8.9 31.7 11.3 7.6 11.4
85+ 61.4 6.8 27.9 13.1 2.5 7.1
Total 17.6 5.4 11.4 7.1 1.9 5.5
Source: Vital statistics of the United States, i960,
Volume II, Mortality, Office of Vital Statistics (Washington,
D.C.), pp. 125-379; United States Census of Population, 1960: 
United States Summary, General Population Characteristics, 
Bureau of the Census (Washington, D. C.), pp. 159, 160, and 
167-172.
From Sanford Labovitz, "Variation in Suicide Rates," 
in Jack P. Gibbs, Suicide, New York: Harper and Row, 1968,
p. 64.
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of prestige or honor is considered a major factor in suicide 
among the young Japanese. Despite some divergence from the 
general pattern, it has been consistently found that the 
suicide rate progressively increases with age.
Several explanations for this relationship have been 
offered. Menninger's (1938) clinical experience lead him to 
posit three components of every suicidal act: the wish to
kill, the wish to be killed, and the wish to die. Schneidman 
and Fareberow (1957), after analyzing suicide notes of suicide 
victims at different ages, conclude "the wish to kill and the 
wish to be killed decrease with age, while the wish to die 
increases."
Bohannan (1960), in his African studies, pointed to 
the association between increasing age and failing health as 
particularly important in generating suicide. Stated simply, 
the older one is, the more likely he is to be ill, and with 
increasingly poor health, the more likely suicide becomes.
Maris (1969:94)
However, the hopelessness among the aged is not only 
the result of the loss of health. This hopelessness is also 
associated with social factors. Batchelor (1954:158-163) sug­
gests that the more socially isolated the person is, the less 
is his will to live. With an increase in age comes the death 
of close relatives and friends, the break up of one's family 
and the progressive isolation of the person.
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Age brings the loss of the marital role through death 
of one's spouse, and often loss of the parental role. Also 
the inevitable loss of age roles is important. One's youth, 
young adulthood and middle-age have passed away. Occupational 
roles, too, are lost through retirement or ill health. This 
breakdown of the interpersonal ties of the aged is an inevitable 
outcome of severe role loss and an essential ingredient in 
their social isolation. The dynamic interplay between de­
creasing health and social isolation results in radical change 
in the self concept of the person. This is especially evident 
for older males whose loss of occupational status has an isolat­
ing effect on him.
What is being suggested then is that severe role loss 
in later life leaves an individual in extremely stagnating and 
frustrating situations and that suicide often is the response. 
Sex
Durkheim (1951) found that the male suicide rate ex­
ceeds the female rate at all ages by about three times. More 
recently, Dublin (1963) has found that the male rates are about 
twice the females in the early ages, about three times the 
females in the middle ages to about age 54, and between five 
and eight times the female rate for the ages over 65. Maris 
(1968) data in Chicago closely parallel the findings of Dublin.
Most often the male suicide is a response to occupa­
tionally related problems, either loss of occupational status, 
unemployment, or retirement (Breed, 1963:179-188). Henry and 
Short (1954) have shown that male suicide rates are more 
highly correlated with fluctuations in the business cycle than
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are female rates. Males in general have achieved more 
occupationally in their lifetimes than have females and as 
a consequence have much more to lose.
In addition male suicide attempts involve more lethal 
weapons of self destruction than do female attempts (see Table
2). Firearms and hanging are the primary means of suicide for 
males while females tend to resort to poisons or other less 
lethal means. Data for the U.S. show males use firearms and 
explosives over half of the time and poisoning and asphyxia­
tion a sixth of the time. Females on the other hand resort to 
poisoning and asphyxiation a third of the time and firearms 
and explosives one quarter of the time. Hanging and strangu­
lation are employed by females only about a fifth of the time. 
Despite the fact that females attempt suicide about three times 
more often than males, the differential in lethality of the 
methods of attempt is markedly lower for the female group.
This male-female ratio tends to be found in most 
societies. In the U.S. the overall male suicide rate is about 
three and a half times that for the females. Iceland, on the 
other hand, has a much smaller ratio of male to female suicide 
rate, about 1.3 to 1.0. However, in both literate and non­
literate societies, it has been shown that the male suicide 
rate either exceeds or is equal to the females. In no society 
is the female rate greater than the males.
Marital Status
Durkheim (1951) theorized that, from the age of about
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TABLE 2
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF DEATHS FROM SUICIDE, BY SPECIFIED 
METHOD (U.S. REGISTRATION AREA 1901-1905, 1911-1915; U.S. 
REGISTRATION STATES 1926-1930; AND TOTAL U.S. 1955- 
1959)
Percentage Distribution
Method 1955-1959 1926-1930 1911-1919 1901-1905
TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
Firearms and explosives 47.1 35.1 30.0 24.2
Poisons and gases 20.8 31.1 39.9 42.1
Hanging and strangu­
lation 20.5 18.1 14.6 15.0
Cutting or piercing 
instruments 2.6 5.4 6.4 5.7
Drowning 3.7 5.2 5.6 5.1
Jumping from high places 3.5 3.1 1.9 1.2
Other unspecified 1.9 2.0 1.6 6.5
Source: National Office of Vital Statistics. From
Louis I. Dublin, Suicide, New York: The Ronald Press, 1963,
p. 38.
20, the married have a "coefficient of preservation." That 
is, married persons are much less vulnerable to suicide than 
the non-married.
Both Dublin (1963) and Maris (1969) have confirmed 
Durkheim's hypothesis with regard to suicide rate (see Table
3) and marital status. Their research indicated that married 
males and females have a higher coefficient of preservation 
than non-married males and females. The coefficient of 
preservation increases for both married males and females 
comparing them with the never married, widowed, and divorced.
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T A B LE  3
MORTALITY FROM SUICIDE BY MARITAL STATUS AND AGE GROUPS AMONG 
MEN AND WOMEN 15 YEARS AND OVER, U.S., 1969
Age Group Total Single Married Widowed Divorce
MALES
15-24 7.4 6.8 8.4 _ 19.7
25-34 14.5 23.2 11.1 95.8 66.7
35-44 20.5 29.8 16.7 81.7 112.6
45-54 30.3 39.0 25.6 58.3 111.7
55-64 39.1 58.3 32.4 65.0 89.4
65-74 45.5 82.0 33.6 79.6 152.5
75 and over 54.6 85.3 34.5 79.2 140.0
FEMALES
15-24 2.1 1.7 2.4 _ 12.4
25-34 5.5 9.2 4.7 7.2 17.8
35-44 6.9 9.4 5.9 10.2 24.4
45-54 8.5 8.8 7.5 12.0 17.4
55-64 9.8 12.3 8.0 12.4 19.6
65-74 9.7 9.6 7.5 11.3 25.8
75 and over 6.4 4.0 4.6 6.9 18.4
Source: Louis I. Dublin, Suicide: A Sociological and
Statistical Study, New York: The Ronald Press, 1963, p. 27. 
Source: National Office of Vital Statistics, unpublished data.
Marriage is then a "source of regulation." It requires 
the person to take into account at least one significant other. 
Therefore, the decision to commit suicide involves the con­
sideration of at least one other person. Maris (1969:110)
Durkheim (1951:198) concluded that the family was the 
primary insulator against suicide for married persons. He 
suggested the larger the family, the less the chance of suicide. 
His data showed that the "coefficient of preservation" was
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about twice as strong when the family included children.
The assumption of Henry and Short (1954) in this regard was 
that a larger family means more social regulation and less 
isolation of the behavior of the individual.
Caution should be taken here that the effects of 
marriage are not confused with those of age. Marital status 
alone should not be viewed as an explanation of suicide 
unless other related variables are also considered; for 
example, the fact that marriage protects the young less than 
the old. The suicide rate for the married is higher or about 
the same as for the single person between the ages of 15-24.
It is not that being single keeps the rate low during these 
ages, but age itself has a dampening effect on the suicide 
rate. (See Maris 1969:112-113)
Loss of marital status or the absence of marital 
status after age 25 increases the risk of suicide. Among 
the nonmarried, the divorced consistently have the highest 
rates of suicide. The second highest rates are found among 
the widowed, followed by the single (see Table 3).
Considering sex and age differences in conjunction 
with marital status, it has been found that among the divorced, 
middle-aged and old-aged males have the highest suicide rates, 
widowed males of all adult ages are next, followed by elderly
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single males. The female rates follow approximately the same 
patterns (see Table 3).
In sum, the loss through divorce or death of one's 
spouse has an aggravating effect on the suicide rate. The 
usual patterns of interaction between spouses is broken, 
mutual supports are gone, and the individual is more or less 
left to his own resources.
Residence
Durkheim (1951) found that the suicide rate among 
city residents is greater than that for those in rural 
areas. However, more recent statistics indicate that the 
suicide rates of urban and rural areas are becoming less 
differentiated. In fact, for the U.S. in I960, the rural 
rate (10.8) exceeded the urban rate of 10.5 (see Table 4). 
Earlier Schroeder and Beegle (1953:45-52) reported that 
the rural males in Michigan exhibit higher suicide rates than 
urban males. Very little difference between the urban and rural
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TABLE 4
RURAL AND URBAN SUICIDE RATES, 
UNITED STATES, 1960










Source and qualification: Rates computed from suicide
data in Vital Statistics of The United States, 1960, Vol. II, 
pt. B, Table 9-9. Census figures for the urban and rural popu­
lations have been adjusted (in the way of estimates to make them 
correspond to the urban-rural distinction employed in gathering 
and reporting vital statistics. For all practical purposes, 
the urban population is restricted to persons residing in in­
corporated places of 2500 or more inhabitants, which is a much 
more narrow definition of urban than that employed in the 1960 
population census.
From Jack P. Gibbs, "Suicide" in Robert K. Merton and 
Robert A. Nisbet, Contemporary Social Problems, New York: 
Harcourt, Brace and World, 1966, p. 302.
suicide rates for females was observed. This study further 
showed that the difference for males remains when the urban and 
rural populations are controlled for variations in age, sex, 
race and nativity. The rural male suicide rate in Michigan was 
found to be higher than the urban male suicide rate for both 
native born white and foreign born white persons at almost all 
ages. The higher suicide rates were among those employed as
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farmers and farm managers. In brief, while the urban rural 
differential in suicide rate for the U.S. seems to be disap­
pearing, this differential may remain in certain sectors of 
the country.
More recently researchers have investigated the rela­
tion between urban ghetto areas and suicide rate. It has been 
contended that these economically deprived areas of the central 
cities are characterized by excessive social disorganization 
and that this condition might generate high suicide rates 
(Cavan:1928, Schmid, 1939). Another view holds that in fact 
these areas of the city are not overly disorganized at all, 
but are marked by high degrees of organization (Jackson and 
Connor, 1953). Gibbs and Martin reassessed the work of Schmid 
(1939), Porterfield (1948), and Sainsbury (1955), who report 
correlations between various measures of geographical popula­
tion mobility and suicide rates. In regard to social disorgani­
zation, Gibbs and Martin (1964) state:
If one seeks for a universal common denominator among 
various suggested empirical referents for the concept 
of social disorganization, it would appear to be 
population mobility - generally residential mobility 
on the individual level as contrasted with ... col­
lective migration of groups....
Using six different measures of population mobility and control­
ling by age, Gibbs and Martin (1964) conclude "mobility varies 
inversely with suicide rates by age to a remarkable degree."
They report rank-difference correlations of -.90 to -.95.
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In sum, then, it is those individuals who are less 
geographically mobile who are more vulnerable to suicide.
It would appear that individuals who experience social 
situations of high stability and orderliness have higher 
rates of suicide than individuals who experience moderate 
degrees of flux.
Race and Region
Non-white suicide rates are consistently lower than 
white rates in each major region of the U.S. (see Table 5). 
This is true for both males and females. The highest 
regional suicide rates are found in the western states, while 
the lowest are in the northern states. It should be noted, 
however, that the Northern New England states have fairly 
high rates of suicide. Several factors account for this 
difference in suicide rate. Northern New England has an 
older, white, male population, a group especially vulnerable 
to suicide, while the Deep South has a higher proportion of 
black residents. The whites of Northern New England tend to 
experience a stable, traditional, independent life style.
They are not particularly threatened by any ethnic or racial 
group and life to them is more or less self determined. When 
losses do occur, they feel they have no one to blame but them­
selves. On the other hand, the black experience in the South 
is highly regulated by others. Usually there is little to 
be lost. The self tends not to be blamed but rather the 
white population is considered responsible. More usually, it
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
28
TABLE 5
SUICIDE RATES FOR REGIONS OF THE UNITED STATES 
BY SEX AND COLOR, 1960
White___________   Non-white__
Region3 Male Female Total Male Female Total
North 16.0 5.0 10.4 7.4 2.2 4.7
South 18.5 4.5 11.4 6.0 1.4 3.6
West 22.0 8.4 15.2 12.7 4.9 8.9
U.S. 17.6 5.4 11.4 7.1 1.9 4.4
Regions: North: Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas; South: Delaware, Maryland,
District of Columbia, Virginia, West Virginia, North Caro­
line, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas; 
West: Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona,
Utah, Nevada, Washington, Oregon, and California.
Source: Vital Statistics of the United States, 1960,
Vol. II, Mortality, Office of Vital Statistics (Washington,
D. C.), pp. 125-379. United States Census of Population,
1960: United States Summary, General Population Characteristics,
Bureau of the Census (Washington, D. C.), pp. 159, 160, and 167- 
172.
From Sanford Labovitz, "Variation in Suicide Rates," 
in Jack P. Gibbs, Suicide, New York: Harper and Row, 1968,
p. 62.
is blockage by whites to preferred goals rather than loss which 
is experienced by the black population. As a consequence, ag­
gression tends to be directed outwardly (Palmer: 1972).
In summary, then, it is evident that several social 
structural variables influence self destructive behavior. The
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likelihood of suicide increases with age, with being male, 
with being white, and non-married. Putting these together a 
high risk suicide group are the older white males who are 
not married. The findings on residence (rural-urban) are 
less clear. However, isolated areas and the psychological 
consequences of such isolation tend to foster suicidal 
behavior.





Dollard and his colleagues (1939) first stated the
main postulates of the frustration-aggression hypothesis.
These are: (1) aggression is one possible consequence of
frustration, and (2) the occurrence of aggressive behavior
(always) presupposes the existence of frustration. Dollard
et al go on to postulate that the strength of the instigation
to aggression will vary directly with the number of frustrated
responses experienced. (See Lester 1970)
Palmer (1960) conducted a systematic investigation of
the frustration-aggression hypothesis in a study of murderers
and their closest in age brother. Measures of both physical
and psychological frustrations employed in this study included:
Extreme birth traumas, serious diseases in infancy and 
childhood, accidents of various kinds, physical beatings, 
severe training practices at the hands of the mother, 
psychological frustration due to the emotionalizing of 
the mother, and traumatic incidents outside the home, as 
well as social frustration in school and recreational 
situations (Palmer>1960:8).
Considerable evidence was obtained supporting the major
hypothesis guiding Palmer's study that:
There is a significant, positive, functional relationship 
between the amount of frustration experienced by indivi­
duals in infancy, childhood, and adolescence, on the one 
hand, and whether or not they later commit murder, on the 
other hand (Palmer, 1960:8).
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Earlier Gillin (1946) conducted a similar study 
analyzing the lives of 96 male murderers. The data were 
obtained from prison records and interviews with the men 
and their brothers. Gillin found that the murderers suf­
fered frustrations in their desires for "security, ego 
gratification, recognition, and new experiences." For the 
most part, the murderers could not overcome these frustra­
tions in socially and culturally approved ways, while 
their brothers were able to do so. The severity of frus­
trations experienced by the brothers of the murderers was 
far less than that experienced by the murderers. In the 
main, the act of murder was committed in a highly volatile 
situation —  the murders were "crimes of passion," impuls­
ive reactions to terribly stressful situations.
The frustration-aggression hypothesis, Dollard 
contended (1939), is also applicable to suicidal behavior. 
Three conditions were specified for frustration to lead 
to self-aggressive behavior. Self-aggressive behavior is 
likely when: (1) the source of frustration is perceived to
be the self rather than some external agent, (2) the other 
directed aggression is inhibited by the self rather than 
when it is inhibited by some external agent, and (3) when 
outwardly directed aggression is more strongly inhibited 
than self aggression. (See Lester 1970:133)
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Yates (1962) suggested two further conditions for 
aggression to be turned inwardly: (1) similarity of charac­
teristics among the frustrated individual and his frustrating 
agent which allows for displacement to take place/ and (2) 
all targets of outwardly directed violence must be con­
sidered forbidden.
In summary, individuals who are highly socialized into 
a non-violent sub-culture when highly frustrated will tend to 
direct their aggression inwardly. Individuals who are under­
socialized into a similar sub-culture and who experience 
severe frustration will direct the consequent aggression out­
wardly . -*•
B. Social Structural Blockage
Henry and Short (1954) analyzed three variables in 
r .ation to homicidal behavior: status, strength of the
relational system, and degree of external restraints.
Henry and Short define status in terms of social prestige. 
Strength of the relational system meant the extent to which 
individuals are engaged in cathectic relations with others. 
And by external restraints was meant the degree to which 
individuals are required to conform to the demands and 
expectations of other persons. In brief, Henry and Short 
(1954) posited that: "the strength of external restraint
to which behavior is subjected varies positively with the 
strength of the relational system and inversely with position 
in the status hierarchy." They reasoned that:
lln addition, individuals who are highly socialized 
into a violent sub-culture will also direct aggression out­
wardly.
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A person of low status is required to conform to the 
demands and expectations of persons of high status 
merely by virtue of his low status. A person involved 
in intense "social" interaction with another person is 
required to conform to the demands and expectations 
imposed as a condition of that relationship.
This being the case, Henry and Short (1954) hypoth­
esized that homicide is directly related to the strength of 
external restraints. The behavior of individuals of lower 
status characteristically must conform to the demands and 
expectations of those of higher status. Rarely is the reverse 
true. As a consequence, frustrations among the lower classes 
are inevitable. And they tend to express aggression toward 
others rather than the self.
Lalli and Turner (1968:191-200) contended that the 
more a society stresses customs, taboos, convention and 
ascribed statuses, the more closed that society is. In a 
closed society the external restraints on behavior tend to 
be high and other-directed violence is more likely than in­
wardly directed aggression.
Straus and Straus (1953:461-469) analyzed the struc­
turing of society and its relation to homicide. They con­
tended that a society is closely structured to the extent that 
reciprocal rights and duties are stressed and enforced. The 
less this condition holds, the looser the structure. Straus and 
Straus suggested that outwardly directed aggression is cultur­
ally sanctioned in a closely structured society and less 
sanctioned in the loosely structured society. Therefore, the 
closer the structure the less likely is homicide to occur.
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Conversely, the looser the structure, the more likely is 
homicide to occur. The rationale for the Straus and Straus 
argument seems to run counter to that of Henry and Short who 
argue for the positive relation between external restraints, 
closeness of the relational system, and outwardly directed 
aggression.
Wood (1961:213-216) argued that homicide is a likely 
consequence of severe blockage to upward mobility. Homicide 
rates are higher for that sector of the population which feels 
unjustly deprived of upward mobility. It is important to note 
the extent of relative deprivation here. Individuals who see 
others who they consider less qualified than themselves rise 
in the social and economic hierarchy tend to experience more 
severe relative deprivation and are more likely to express 
their aggression outwardly.
C. Goals, Means and Opportunities
Several sociologists have dealt with the problems of 
the genesis of crime in general and juvenile delinquency in 
particular. While these theorists do not discuss homicide 
per se, their work is crucial in the general understanding 
of those social structural, cultural and sub-cultural condi­
tions which may generate in the extreme, murderous behavior.
Sutherland (1960) focused on differential association
and the makings of a criminal subculture to explain criminal
behavior. In brief Sutherland postulated that:
The greater the association of an individual with 
others who followed the patterns of role and law
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violating, criminal subculture, the more likely 
was that individual to become criminal.
Another classic contribution toward the understanding 
of deviant behavior of various forms is that of Merton (1957). 
Merton more explicitly defined Durkheim's concept of anomie 
as the disparity between cultural goals and institutionalized 
means for achieving them. Individuals who accept the cultural 
goals and would actively pursue these goals but who are also 
blocked from the legitimate, acceptable means to these goals, 
tend to develop "innovative" means toward them which are 
often criminal and can be homicidal.
Cohen (1954) drawing upon Merton and Sutherland, has 
investigated delinquent subcultures, their development and 
functioning. Utilizing the concepts of differential as­
sociation, and Merton's anomie and reaction-formation, he 
has described the development of a lower class delinquent 
sub-culture as follows:
Lower class boys in the U.S. internalize the prevail­
ing cultural goals, which are set by the upper-middle 
class. But those boys are in large measure denied 
access to the institutionalized means for achieving 
these- goals. The boys have a reaction-formation to 
these frustrating circumstances. They behave in ways 
that are diametrically opposed to the values of the 
upper-middle class. Thus they lay the groundwork 
for, and go on to develop the customs, violent and 
otherwise, that constitute the delinquent subculture.
This subculture is, in Cohen's words, "non-utilitarian,
malicious and negativistic."
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Another explanation was offered by Cohen to explain
delinquency by middle-class boys. Masculine protest, a dif-____
ferent variant of reaction formation is employed by Cohen 
here. The mothers of middle class boys are likely to socialize 
their sons to be models of "good boys." Overly involved with 
their mothers, they are likely to react by asserting their 
masculinity in a delinquent way. Theft and at times violent 
behavior may be engaged in to establish their masculine self 
image. In this way the cultural definition of toughness 
might be applied to them.
Departing from Cohen's reaction-formation emphasis,
Cloward and Ohlin (1960) posited a different view of the genesis
of delinquent behavior. They drew heavily on the previous
theorizing of Sutherland (1960), Merton (1957), Shaw and
McKay (1942), and in a limited way from Cohen (1954). Cloward
and Ohlin viewed the development of the delinquent subculture
as a collective solution to the problem of being unable to gain
access to the legitimate means toward culturally approved
goals. They write:
The concept of differential opportunity structures 
permits us to unite the theory of anomie, which recog­
nizes the concept of differentials in access to legit­
imate means, and the 'Chicago tradition' (the cultural
transmission theories of Shaw and McKay and of Sutherland), 
in which the concept of differentials in access to il­
legitimate means is implicit.
Delinquent behavior, then, is explained in terms not 
only of inaccessibility to legitimate means to culturally 
approved goals but also of the accessibility of the means to 
these goals. Cloward and Ohlin do not assume all individuals.
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have equal access to illegitimate means. Assuming sufficient 
access to illegitimate means, individuals learn to enact de­
linquent roles involving crimes against property (theft), 
crimes against the person (assaultive behavior) and non­
victim crimes (drug addiction).
D. Subculture of Violence
The Cloward and Ohlin formulation is, then, one that 
embraces the concepts of opportunity structures and of violent 
subcultures. Miller (1958:5-19) offered a theory applicable 
to the lower class delinquent subculture. He assumed that 
middle and upper middle class values are inevitably at odds 
with those of the lower class. Therefore, several forms of 
lower class behavior by definition becomes labelled deviant, 
or delinquent. Several elements of the lower class culture 
such as "toughness," "ability to con," emphasis on getting 
excitement, 'kicks,' tend to foster delinquent behavior. Those 
individuals in the lower class who experience the largest gap 
between aspirations and available avenues to achievement are 
most prone to delinquent behavior. And it is this delinquent 
behavior which brings down on them formal sanctions by the 
dominant middle class culture which further frustrates their 
ability to succeed legitimately. In short, they are forced 
into a delinquent subculture which is often violent in order 
to maintain their "social worth."
Wolfgang and Ferracuti (1967) dealt directly with the 
concept of a sub-culture of violence. This subculture of
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violence involves values which permit the expression of
outwardly directed aggression in certain situations. They
contended that the more these values permitting violence are
I ntegrated with each other, the stronger is the subculture of
violence. An individual is more likely to act out violently
the more integrated into the subculture he is. They concluded:
We have not attempted to explain the cause of the sub­
culture of violence. Such an endeavor undoubtedly in­
volves analysis of social class and race relations that 
would include residential, occupational, and other 
special forms of discrimination and cultural isolation 
as important factors. Some consideration of role theory, 
reference groups, and particularly child-rearing prac­
tices that employ physical punishment and promote early 
overt aggressive patterns would aid the search for causal 
factors and remedial methods. At this point, we are sug­
gesting that further probing analysis of the identified 
subculture of violence as a meaningful concept in under­
standing homicide and other assaultive crimes would be 
most productive if it focused on the creation and des­
cription of the value system of this subculture.
Related in part to this discussion of the subculture of 
violence is Gold's (1958:651-661) research on the socialization 
of aggression. He theorized that the socialization practices 
among the lower socio-cultural groupings of our society rely 
on physical punishment to a great degree and foster the out­
ward expression of aggression. Therefore, homicide and 
assaultive behavior is highly associated with certain lower 
subcultural racial and ethnic groups.
E. Threats to Status and Social Well Being
Short and Stroabeck (1965) stressed threats to the 
status of adolescent gang members in the etiology of violence.
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In order for a gang member to maintain his status within the 
gang, he must prove himself during fights with rival gangs 
or even during internal fights. The higher status members 
in the gang, to maintain their status, must dominate lower 
status members. The leader's reputation is thus dependent 
upon both aggression directed toward other gangs as well as 
aggression toward lesser gang members.
Porterfield (1948) considered "social well being" as 
a crucial indicator of potential violent behavior. He de­
veloped an index of social well being including measures of 
educational, health and other services and tested these in 
various states of the U.S. Porterfield concluded that the 
lower is a state's index of social well being, the higher is 
the crime rate in general and homicide in particular. In other 
words, the less available the needed services or the more 
blocked individuals are from these services, the more likely 
they are to direct aggression outwardly.
In summary, it is evident that frustration engendered 
by external blockage to the individual has been cited as a 
major determinant of outwardly directed aggression. When in- 
divuduals feel thwarted in their attempts at achieving cul­
turally approved goals, they tend to blame those individuals 
or groups which they feel are responsible for this frustration. 
The frustration-aggression hypothesis has been used in expanded 
forms to include physical, psychological, and social frustrations 
which all have been associated with violent behavior. Research
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has been conducted on the individual, group and societal 
levels demonstrating the validity of the association between 
frustration and aggression. Any theoretical formulation de­
signed to explain murderous or assaultive behavior must 
incorporate the theoretical notions cited in this chapter in 
relation to external blockage and aggressive behavior.
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CHAPTER FOUR 
MAJOR DIMENSIONS OF HOMICIDE
Age
With respect to age, the opposite pattern exists for 
homicidal offenders than for suicide victims. Generally low 
homicide rates are found in childhood, very high rates in late 
adolescence and early adulthood and a steady decline in later 
years (see Table 6). Comparing murder rates for the age group 
20-27 with people over 50 years of age, the rate for the younger 
groups (20-24 years old) is about five times as high as the old­
er group (50 years of age or more)(see Table 8).
This pattern is evident in non-literate societies as 
well. Palmer's (1965) study of non-literate societies points 
out that the highest proportion of homicides is to be found 
among the young adult age groups, a considerably lower propor­
tion is found among the middle aged and the lowest among the 
very young and the very old.
Late adolescence and early adulthood is a time when 
aspirations are high and initial attempts to assume preferred 
occupational, marital and social roles are made (Palmer: 1972). 
It is at this time that either the appropriate avenues to 
future success are opened or they are not. To the extent that 
blockage is experienced at this crucial point, violence becomes
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TABLE 6
HOMICIDES PER 100i,000 POPULATION IN THE UNITED STATES,
BY AGE, 1950a









50 and over 1.91
aAdapted from Andrew F . Henry and James F. Short, Jr
Suicide and Homicide, New York: The :Free Press, 1964, p. 89
TABLE 7
HOMICIDE PER 100,000 POPULATION IN PHILADELPHIA, 
ANNUAL AVERAGES BY AGE FOR 1948-1952a
Age Rate Age Rate
Under 15 0.3 45-49 7.8
15-19 9.4 50-54 3.0
20-24 12.6 55-59 3.2
25-29 11.9 60-64 2.0






aMarvin E. Wolfgang, Patterns in Criminal Homicide, 
Phiadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1958, p. 66.
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TABLE 8
CRIMINAL HOMICIDE RATES BY AGE, RACE AND SEX OF OFFENDER 
PHILADELPHIA, 1948-1952a
BLACK WHITE
Age Total Male Female Total Male Female
Under 15 .2 .4 .4 .2 .2 -
15-19 38.0 79.2 2.9 2.5 4.6 .4
20-24 46.6 92.5 12.4 4.6 8.2 1.2
25-29 47.4 77.8 22.3 2.5 4.6 .6
30-34 44.3 75.1 19.3 2.8 5.2 .6
35-39 35.4 65.5 9.8 3.3 6.0 .9
40-44 30.0 47.1 14.6 2.4 4.7 .3
45-49 30.8 44.0 18.2 2.5 4.4 .7
50-54 15.9 29.4 1.9 .5 1.1 -
55-59 19.7 30.6 8.5 .8 1.7 -
60-64 5.9 7.9 4.0 1.5 2.6 .5
65 and over 6.0 10.5 2.2 .8 1.8 -
All ages 24.6 41.7 9.3 1.8 3.4 .4
aFrom Marvin E. Wolfgang, Patterns of Criminal Homi­
cide, Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1958,
p. 66.
likely. If the individual perceives others as responsible for 
his inability to attain preferred goals, he is likely to direct 
aggression outwardly.
Sex
As with suicide victims, homicide offenders are pre­
dominately male. Several studies have reported the ratio of 
male to female murderers. In the U.S., the male homicide rate 
is about 4 or 5 times as great as the female rate (see Table 8). 
The Uniform Crime Report reports in 1967 the ratio of male to
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female arrests for murder was five to one. Other studies 
have found a variation in percentage of male homicide offend­
ers from 74 to 93 (Myers and Wolfgang: 1958, Harlan: 1950-736- 
752, Cassidy: 1941-297, Dublin and Bungel in Cassidy, 1941).
This male predominance in murder holds true around the 
world. In England and Wales over a 49-year period, Templewood 
(1951:132-137) found that 68 per cent of murderers were male. 
Among seven non-literate African societies, Bohanan (1960) 
reported that about 90 per cent of all murderers were male. 
Palmer's study (1972) of 54 non-literate societies concludes 
that males "clearly predominate in most of the societies." In 
a very rare instance, a society may have a near equal proportion 
of males to females, but no society as yet has evidenced a higher 
proportion of female homicide offenders than male.
Characteristically, females experience to some degree 
less of the severe frustrations that males encounter. Females 
tend to be insulated from the strains of supporting a family, 
being responsible for family status and prestige, and the 
social, educational, and in some cases economic future of the 
children. Males must contend directly with the larger social 
and economic interaction.
A. Geographical and Class Differences
The homicide rate in the U.S. has risen steadily over 
the past few decades. In 1960 the rate for the U.S. was 4.5 
per 100,000; by 1964 it was 5.3; and in 1970 it had risen to 
7.8. The rate varies widely by geographical region of the U.S.
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In Table~9~it can be seerr^nrcri^tire— scrath-ern^egl-s-n— had— tn-c 
highest rate, 11.2, and the northeastern states have the low­
est rate, 5.8.
Generally speaking, chances for achieving culturally 
approved goals are particularly low for poor whites and blacks 
in the South. Even though they are in close physical contact 
with many middle class whites, they are consistently blocked 
from upward mobility. This is especially true for blacks in the 
South who are most often denied access to the means of success.
In Northern New England, on the other hand, this is not the case. 
Institutionalized blockage to success is rarely found. Racial 
discrimination is minimal since very few blacks live in Northern 
New England. In the southern part of New England, where blacks 
do live, there is not the systematic exclusion from preferred 
social, educational and occupational roles as is found in the 
South (Palmer:1972).
B. Residence (Rural-Urban)
Historically, homicide rates have been somewhat higher 
in rural than urban areas. Void (1952) investigated this phen­
omena and concluded that there seems to be "a tendency to higher 
rural rates in offenses against the person, such as homicide, 
infanticide and grave assaults." However, more recently, con­
sidering the tricotomy of large centers, suburban areas and 
rural areas, the highest homicide rate, 17.5, is found in cities 
with a population of 250,000 or more, followed by rural areas 
with a rate of 6.4 and the lowest rate in suburban areas, 3.8 
(Uniform Crime Report, 1970).
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TABLE 9
CRIMINAL HOMICIDE RATES BY GEOGRAPHICAL REGION, 
UNITED STATES, 1970a
Region Rate Region Rate
New England 2.4 Mountain 4.8
Middle Atlantic 4.6 Pacific 4.9
North Central 4.9 Northeastern States 5.8
West North Central 3.7 North Central States 6.5
South Atlantic 9.6 Southern 11.2
East South Central 9.2 Western 6.4
West South Central 9.2 Total 6.1
aData taken from: Federal Bureau of Investigation,
1970, Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime Reports, 
1970, U. S. Government Printing Office, 1970, pp. 62-67.
Residence alone cannot adequately explain variation in 
homicide rates. Several other variables must be taken into 
account and will be later in this chapter. Suffice to say at 
this point that central city areas are marked by severe turmoil 
and destitution. Residents of the inner city are characteris­
tically unable to realize legitimate desired goals. Frustra­
tion of all sorts, social, economical, political, run high 
with no viable solutions in sight. One would expect violence 
to be high here. To a somewhat lesser extent, similar blockage 
to preferred goals is experienced by the economically deprived 
in the rural areas. This condition of course is quite common 
in the more well-to-do suburban areas. In short, highly cor­
related with residence is social class which both contribute 
toward the explanation of violent behavior.
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C . Race
Homicide rates for blacks far exceed that for -whites 
in all areas of the U.S. For the U.S. in general, the black 
arrest rates for homicide are 12 times those for whites. Com­
paring inner city ghetto blacks and suburban whites, the homi­
cide arrest rate is 50 times higher for blacks than whites 
(Wolfgang and Ferracuti; 1967). In St. Louis, the black homi­
cide rate is 33.0 while that for the whites is 2.5 (Wolfgang, 
1958). And in Philadelphia, the black homicide rate is 24.6, 
compared to 1.8 for white (Wolfgang, 1958). Considering the 
differential status of black and white, the differentials in 
access to cultural goals, the consistent strain in relations 
between the blacks and whites, the wide variation in expression 
of outwardly directed aggression is consistent with previous 
sociological theory.
The traditional means to higher status occupations is 
education. As would be expected, the mean years of school 
completed for blacks 25 years of age or more (9.9 years) is 
less than for whites (12.2 years). Approximately 55 per cent 
of the white population has finished high school as compared 
to 34 per cent of the black population. And more than twice 
as many whites (11.0 per cent) as blacks (4.5 per cent) have 
completed college (Statistical Abstracts, 1970).
These educational differences between blacks and whites 
are reflected in their occupational statuses. About 51 per cent 
of the white population hold white collar positions as compared
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to 2 per cent of the black population. The black population 
tend to hold blue collar positions (42 per cent), operative 
(24 per cent) and service industries (26 per cent), while the 
white workers in these same positions are 34.5 per cent blue 
collar, 17 per cent operative, and 11 per cent service indus­
tries (Statistical Abstracts, 1970).
The economic status of blacks is considerably lower than 
that of whites. The median family income of blacks in 1969 
was 6,191 dollars as compared to 9,794 dollars for the whites. 
While blacks have made some economic progress recently, their 
progress is considerably less than for the whites. Consider, 
for example, in 1947 the median non-white family income was 
1,614 dollars while that for the white families was 3,157 dol­
lars, a difference of 1,543 dollars. In 1969 the differential 
had risen to 3,603 dollars. Further the disparity in unemploy­
ment rates for whites and blacks has been increasing. In 1955, 
the unemployment rates for non-white males was 8.8 per cent as 
compared to 3.7 per cent for the whites. By 1970 the unemploy­
ment rates for non-white males had risen to 9.3 per cent, while 
the white rate rose slightly to 4.0 per cent (Statistical 
Abstracts, 1970).
As would be expected, the non-white population of the U.S. 
is considerably over represented in that group living below the 
poverty level. In 1969, the percentage of non-whites living 
below the poverty level was 31.1 per cent compared to 9.5 per 
cent for the whites (Statistical Abstracts, 1970).
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It is evident then that the black population is charac­
teristically undereducated, unemployed or holding low occu­
pational positions, and living below the poverty level.
Severe blockage to the attainment of culturally accepted goals 
in our society is felt by blacks.
In summary, male homicide rates exceed female rates at 
all age levels. Unlike suicide, however, homicide offenders 
tend to be young adult males rather than older males. It is 
contended that the young adult males may suffer severe educa­
tion, occupation, and social blockages to cultural goals and 
at a time when aspirations are high.
Vast geographical differences in homicide rates are also 
evident. The southern regions of the U.S. have distinctly 
higher homicide rates than the New England states, while the mid- 
western and Pacific states have homicide rates falling somewhere 
below the Northeast and the South.
In terms of residence (rural-urban) homicide rates are 
highest in the rural and central city areas. Race is an import­
ant factor in accounting for both the regional and rural-urban 
differences. The black population of the U.S., which pre­
dominates in the rural south and inner city areas, have higher 
rates of homicide than the white suburban populations.
Highly associated with race are educational, occupational, 
economic, social, and class differences. It has been shown 
that the black population of the U.S. suffer severe blockage in 
the attainment of these preferred cultural goals. Taken together
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these factors help to explain the racial, regional and class 
differences in homicide rates in the United States.
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CHAPTER V 
THEORIES OF HOMICIDE AND SUICIDE
In this chapter those theories applicable to both 
homicide and suicide will be discussed. This discussion 
leads to an indepth explanation of Palmer's theoretical for­
mulation of homicide and suicide which forms the foundation 
of this study.
Henry and Short (1954) have combined elements of pre­
vious integration theory and the frustration-aggression hypo­
thesis in their formulation applicable to both homicide and 
suicide. As discussed previously, they specify these variables 
as external restraints, strength of the relational system, and 
status.'*' They hypothesize that: (1) Homicide varies directly
with the degree of external restraint and with the strength of 
the relational system; (2) Homicide varies inversely with 
status; (3) Suicide, on the other hand, varies inversely with 
external restraint and the strength of the relational system; 
and (4) Suicide varies directly with status.
Under conditions of strong external restraints and a 
strong relational system, other directed aggression is seen as
•^Again external restraints are "the extent to which in­
dividuals are required to conform to the demands and expectations 
of others." Strength of the relational system refers to the 
degree to which individuals are involved in social, cathectic 
relations with others. Status is defined in terms of degree of 
prestige of an individual or group(s) to which he belongs.
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more legitimate, the homicide rate is high and the suicide 
rate low- Henry and Short (1954) reasoned that when behavior 
is required to conform closely with the demands and expecta­
tions of others, those others may be directly blamed or held 
responsible for the frustrations encountered. Therefore, ag­
gressions are directed at those external frustrating agents.
On the other hand, when external restraints and the strength 
of the relational system are weak, the individual must be held 
responsible for his own frustrations and suicide is a likely 
result.
Henry and Short also considered psychological correlates 
of homicide and suicide, contending that socialization experi­
ences, especially type of punishment (either physical or love- 
oriented) may account for the direction of aggression in later 
life. Considering only males, they found that other directed 
aggression is more prevalent among males who were physically 
punished especially by their fathers. Inwardly directed ag­
gression is more common among males who were punished by the 
withholding of affection, especially by their mothers. Love- 
oriented punishment by the parent who is the source of love and 
affection (usually the mother) tends to inhibit other directed 
aggression.
Gold (1953:551-561) in his study on the socialization 
of aggression, considered the variable of social class and 
characteristic type of punishment administered by parents.
He reasoned that lower class families tended to use physical
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punishment and emphasize the outward expression of aggres­
sion, while middle or upper class families use psychological 
means of control of children and de-emphasize the use of 
physical force and other direct aggression. Gold found that 
females, military officers, urban dwellers, and whites are 
more likely to be psychologically punished and direct their 
aggressions inwardly. Males, enlisted men, rural residents, 
and blacks are more likely to be physically punished and 
prefer to express their aggression outwardly. In short, 
lower class individuals tend to commit homicide and middle 
and upper class individuals, suicide.
Straus and Straus in their Ceylon study of homicide 
and suicide analyzed the closeness and looseness of the 
structuring of society in relation to direction of aggression, 
The closer the structuring of society, the more are reciprocal 
rights and duties stressed and enforced, and the less permis­
sible is outwardly directed aggression. Suicide, therefore, 
is more likely than homicide. The looser the societal struc­
turing, the less the emphasis on reciprocal rights and duties 
and the more likely is aggression to be turned on others 
(also see Lalli and Turner 1968:191-200).
Porterfield (1952:331-338) has also employed societal 
variables in attempting to explain homicide and suicide. He 
has focused upon the concepts of folk and secular societies 
in his analysis.
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To Porterfield a folk society is characterized by 
strong kinship ties and warm personal relationships. A 
secular society is marked by a high mobility, breakdown 
of mores and loose neighborhood, friendship and kinship 
ties. Homicide is more prevalent in folk societies while 
suicide is highest in secular societies.
Porterfield (1948) has offered another approach to 
the homicide and suicide problem. Social well-being is the 
primary variable in this formulation. This refers to "the 
extent to which individuals have arranged for the formalized 
collective availability of social service." He found that 
those states with low ratings on the index of social well­
being have high homicide rates, while those states with high 
ratings have high suicide rates.
Wood (9961) posited that homicide is more common 
among the lower class who feel blocked from upward mobil­
ity. Suicide on the other hand, is more common among the 
upper class who suffer either real or threatened loss of 
status and prestige.
Lastly, Palmer's reformulation of previous theoretical 
work on homicide and suicide will be considered. Since this 
present study is based upon Palmer's theory, it will be 
considered in greater detail than the others mentioned.
Palmer writes,
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We have, then, a variety of theories of suicide and 
homicide, some compatible with each other, some 
incompatible, many not explicitly related to each 
other. Concepts that will be especially useful in 
effecting a synthesis of these formulations are 
those of role reciprocity and unreciprocity. In­
dividuals hold statuses, that is, positions at 
various points in the social system. They play 
out roles, they perform roles, in relation to 
these statuses —  one role for one status. Others 
have expectations as to how they should perform 
in those roles. Individuals are expected to act 
in certain ways when filling particular statuses.
When playing given roles, it is their job, so to 
speak, to perform more or less in line with expecta­
tions. Generally, they are rewarded by others for 
doing so and frustrated for not doing so.
Reciprocity enters in the following way: Indi­
viduals always play roles vis-a-vis other role- 
playing individuals. If expectations are perform­
ances for various roles played in relation to 
each other and such that there is much mutual faci­
litation of performances toward meeting expectations, 
then role reciprocity is high. Role reciprocity is 
defined here, then as mutual facilitation of role- 
playing. Conversely, when expectations and per­
formances for roles played in relation to each 
other involve mutual blockage of performances, 
then role unreciprocity is high.
Role reciprocity and unreciprocity are, in the 
supraindividual sense, useful measures of social 
integration. The more role reciprocity in a 
social system or a segment of it, the greater is 
social integration. The more role unreciprocity, 
the lower is social integration. Excessive role 
unreciprocity, indicative of low integration, sug­
gests conflict among individuals, frustration of 
attempts to perform, and the blaming of others who 
are unreciprocating. Here, outward-directed aggres­
sion —  homicide, assault, so on —  is held to be 
probable. Alternately, excessive role reciprocity, 
indicative of high integration, involves an overly 
smooth, hand-in-glove, functioning of the social 
system. Individuals experience frustration not 
because they cannot perform their roles, but be­
cause they can perform them too easily. There is 
no challenge; there is stagnation. There is a 
smothering of the individual by the group. In 
Powell's terms (1958) there is cultural over­
envelopment. In the Straus and Straus formulation,
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there is unduly great closeness of structuring 
of the group. Porterfield's (1948) high social 
well-being means excessive cooperation among 
group members. In Durkheim's (1966) terms, there 
exists the conditions for altruistic suicide.
Some illustrative groups characterized by exces­
sive role reciprocity and high integration are these: 
the Hutterites, as described by Eaton and Weil (high 
rates); many of the Pueblo Indian tribes of our 
Southwest (high suicide, low homicide)1;some Eskimo 
societies, the polar Eskimo, for example (again, 
high suicide, low homicide). Peacetime military 
establishments, homes for the aged, and certain 
bureaucratic agencies provide still further examples 
(depressive disorders, high suicide) (Palmer, 1972c).
The dynamics of high integration conditions in relation 
to individual members of the society or group seem to 
be these: The stagnating, smothering effects of high in­
tegration causes severe frustration. Yet, all is osten­
sibly peaceful and all is well organized. Individuals 
help, reciprocate, rather than thwart, each other. Thus, 
others are not blamed. Someone or something must be 
blamed. The self becomes the residual target of blame 
and self-destructive behavior ensues.
Certainly, the idea that high social integration, as 
measured by excessive role reciprocity, tends to generate 
self-destructive behavior, is difficult to communicate 
successfully. Our society is for the most part charac­
terized by something less than high social integration, 
by unreciprocity and contention. In any case, both in 
everyday life and in sociological analysis, we have tended 
to focus on those conditions (whatever the specific terms 
used) as the sources of our social ills.
We frequently assume that high degrees of social inte­
gration, social organization, cooperation, reciprocity, 
so on, do not generate social ills. We are likely to 
assume that the opposite of low social integration is 
"good." We often overlook the possibility, supported by 
considerable evidence (Palmer, 1972c) (some of which has 
been indicated earlier), that either extreme generates 
social ills, although those ills take different forms. In 
other words, general assumptions made in everyday life some­
times intrude into scientific thought.
Relation between Social Loss and Homicide and Suicide
We come now to the matter of integrating social loss into 
the formulations so far developed. At bottom, social loss
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entails the loss of roles; or the partial loss of 
roles (for example, the death of one of two children 
in a family diminishes the parental roles); or the 
impairment of performance in a role (for example, loss 
of sight may curtail role-performance but not lead 
to total loss of a role.
Loss of roles acts as a precipitator of suicide or homi­
cide to the extent that it contributes to the afore­
mentioned conditions that give rise to those forms of 
lethal aggression. This applies whether the concern is 
with group rates or the probability of individual aggres­
sion. First, the more does loss of social roles increase 
still further, a high level of social integration, the 
more will it tend to precipitate suicide. The outcome 
depends on whether the role loss leads to greater reci­
procity (and more integration) or lower reciprocity 
(and less integration) than previously existed. There 
is a tendency for role loss to increase overall reci­
procity because it inevitably males unreciprocity impos­
sible. If a family is in a state of high integration but 
there is some unreciprocity between one parent and one 
child, the death of, say, that child removes the element 
of unreciprocity and so faises the overall level of 
reciprocity.
Second, the more is loss of roles construed to be due to 
failure on the part of the self, the more likely is it to 
precipitate suicide. At the societal level, in the United 
States at least, demotion on the job is, broadly speaking, 
seen as personal failure. While most individuals will so 
construe their own demotions, some may blame others or 
"the system." All in all, when social integration is 
high, the tendency is for loss of social roles to in­
crease integration; to be construed as due to failure of 
the self and hence lead to self-blame; and to act as a 
precipitator of suicide. On the other hand, if, for what­
ever reason, loss decreases integration and self-blame is 
not involved, the probability of suicide lessens.
Regarding social loss and homicide: As we have said, a
condition of low social integration tends to generate 
lethal aggression toward others. Loss of roles is likely 
to precipitate homicide to the degree that it decreases 
low social integration still further; and to the degree 
that the loss of roles is blamed upon others. (As with 
suicide, this applies at both the supraindividual and 
individual levels). If, on balance, role loss increases 
unreciprocity where there is already much unreciprocity, 
then the probability of homicide becomes greater. This 
will occur when the roles lost are those that provided
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soma measure of reciprocity in an otherwise unreci- 
procating context.
Conversely, if role loss degreases unreciprocity, then 
homicide will not tend to be precipitated. This obtains 
when roles involving much unreciprocity in the course 
of their performance are lost. As for blame, in situations 
of low integration and much unreciprocity, there is a 
definite tendency for others to be blamed: other indi­
viduals are generally perceived as blocking the given 
individual's performances and this extends to loss of 
role —  although not always of course.
In cases where individuals commit homicide and then kill 
themselves, we have an interesting intersection of the 
ideas developed above. Initially, there is low social 
integration and loss of roles (blamed upon others) by 
the potential offender, which decreases integration 
further. He aggresses lethally against another in­
dividual, either the person on whom blame is placed 
or a surrogate for that person. The homicidal act 
serves to create an additional role loss for the 
offender; he loses a role in relation to the victim. 
Victims in these cases are often close relatives or 
friends, frequently a son or daughter or spouse, of 
the offender (West, 1967). The lost role tends to 
have been one of high unreciprocity (the victim was 
seen by the offender as the unreciprocating source of 
blame). Social integration increases and self-blame 
over severing the role-relationship through killing 
now besets the offender. He becomes the final target 
of his aggression, which has arisen as a response to 
his frustrations over a multiplicity of factors: low 
social integration; initial role loss; a second role 
loss due to his action; and self-blame.
It would seem that societies and groups will have low 
rates of both suicide and homicide when they are 
characterized by the following: Neither extremely
high social integration (and high reciprocity) or low 
integration (and much unreciprocity); relatively little 
role loss. These conditions appear to contribute to 
dynamic, creative, innovative endeavor, to sufficiently 
rewarding life conditions that resort to lethal ag­
gression is seldom necessary (Palmer, 1972c).
The following hypotheses were derived from Palmer's 
theoretical formulation and tested in this study:
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HYPOTHESES
(1) As individuals' lives tend to be characterized 
by situations of high reciprocity in role relationships, 
the likelihood of inner-directed violence, suicide in­
creases .
(2) As individuals' lives tend to be characterized 
by severe role loss, the likelihood of either inwardly
or outwardly-directed violence increases.
(3) As individuals' lives tend to be characterized 
by situations of high unreciprocity in role relationships 
the likelihood of outward-directed violence, homicide, 
increases.
(4) As individuals' lives tend to be characterized 
by situations involving interference in role performances,^ 
the likelihood of outward-directed violence, homicide in­
creases .
(5) As individuals' lives tend to be characterized by 
situations of moderate degrees of reciprocity, unreciprocity, 
and interference in role relationships and by moderate or low
Interference in role performance is experienced by 
an individual to the extent that he plays certain roles (either 
voluntarily or involuntarily) that impede the playing of his 
other, more appropriate roles. For example, being incarcerated 
for criminal behavior and as such being forced to play the 
role of prisoner tends to impede marital, parental, and oc­
cupational role performances. Interference refers to impedi­
ments to role performance experienced by an individual within 
his own set of roles. Unreciprocity refers to blockage to 
role performance perpetrated by the role performance of 
other individuals, such as an individual's employer prevent­
ing occupational promotion.
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degrees of role loss, the likelihood of either inner- 
directed violence (suicide) or outward-directed violence 
(homicide) decreases.




In this chapter the sampling procedure, method of 
data collection, operational definitions, operational hypoth­
eses, and modes of analysis are indicated.
Samples
Suicide: a group of 98 male Caucasians who took their
own lives in New Hampshire between the years 1968-70 was em­
ployed in this study. In each case the cause of death indi­
cated on their death certificate was suicide.
The data on the suicide sample were collected as part 
of a larger federally funded study designed to provide a clear 
profile of the high risk suicidal person in the state of New 
Hampshire. There are thirteen community mental health centers 
in New Hampshire serving the state's ten counties. Only profes­
sionally trained and experienced personnel - psychiatrist, 
psychiatric social worker or other professional social worker - 
of each clinic were chosen to gather data on each suicide in 
their region occurring during the two years of the project.
Each representative was then trained in the use of 
Psychological Autopsy. Essentially, the psychological autopsy 
is a multi-disciplinary approach designed to draw together and 
correlate medical, social, and psychiatric information about an 
individual before and during the final period of his life. Its 
purpose is to complement the medical autopsy, which seeks the
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immediate cause of death. The psychological autopsy reviews 
the terminal phase of the patient's life in relation to his 
previous life experiences. (Weisman and Kastenbaum: 1968)
With respect to suicide/ Shneidman, et al (1961) have 
amply demonstrated the value of the psychological autopsy and 
the "death investigation team" in the study of suicide. As 
they conceived it, the primary purpose of the psychological 
autopsy is to establish the intentionality of people who are 
the victims of accidental or violent deaths, including suicide. 
By interviewing families, acquaintances of the deceased and 
reconstructing the life style of the victim, their death in­
vestigation team seeks to clarify the degree to which a victim 
participated in bringing about his own death. The psycholo­
gical autopsy then is a method of data collection providing 
a structural interview schedule which reconstructs the life 
history of the deceased, focusing upon the period just prior 
to death. The data include: "every available observation,
fact, and opinion about a recently deceased person in an 
effort to understand the psycho-social components of death."
(See Weisman and Kastenbaum: 1968) .
Specifically, the version of the psychological autopsy 
used in this study included sixteen sections:
(1) Identifying information, i.e., the victim's 
name, date of birth, place of birth, race, religion, time and 
place of death, physical description, marital status, surviving
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members of immediate family, living arrangements, address 
and type of domicile.
(2) Details of death, including method, time, place,
etc.
(3) Outline of victim's history: the social history
of the victim is investigated in great detail.
(4) Death history: focuses on relatives and family
members who have died and the cause of death.
(5) Personality and life style.
(6) Reaction to disequilibrium.
(7) Triggering of suicide.
(8) Role of alcohol, drugs, and depression.
(9) Identity.
(10) Premonitions or fears.
(11) Changes: social, economic, psychological
(12) Life side of victim.
(13) Intention.
(14) Lethality of suicide attempt.
(15) Informants.
(16) Comment.
Homicides: The murder sample was taken from two
sources, the N. H. Hospital and the N. H. State Prison.^ All 
male Caucasions presently incarcerated at the N. H. State
lit is the usual procedure for the state to admit 
murder suspects to the New Hampshire Hospital to determine 
their ability to stand trial. Approximately 90 per cent of 
those charged with criminal homicide are admitted to the 
New Hampshire Hospital for observation and psychiatric evalua­
tion.
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Prison for first degree and second degree murder and first 
degree manslaughter were employed in this study. All male 
Caucasians incarcerated at the N. H. Hospital for the same 
reasons and all such individuals who had been at the N. H.
Hospital in the last five years were also used.
The data for the murder sample came from the psychiatric
and social histories gathered at the N. H. Hospital. These data
provide a detailed account of the life history of each individual. 
They are carefully recorded by psychiatrists and other members 
of the professional staff of the hospital. On the basis of 
these data a judgement on the mental state of each individual 
charged with murder must be made and presented in court. Be­
cause of this it is felt that these data provide a reasonably 
accurate detailed account of the life history of each patient.
Fifty-seven of the 62 murderers used in this study had 
been committed to the N. H. Hospital subsequent to their ap­
prehension. The data for the five men never incarcerated at 
the N. H. Hospital were gathered from the life histories pro­
vided by the N. H. State Prison. These histories were taken 
using a similar format as that employed at the Hospital thus 
providing consistent types of data.
Non-Violent Comparison Group: A comparison group of
non-violent male Caucasians was selected from among the patients 
admitted to the N. H. Hospital in the last five years. These 
men were all non-psychotic, short-term patients (less than 
five years). Only those suffering from mild forms of
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psychoneurosis were selected. All individuals who manifested 
any significant form of inwardly or outwardly directed aggres­
sion at any points in their lives were not selected. Begin­
ning with July 1, 1971, all first admission males with psycho­
neurotic complains other than those manifesting depression or 
alcoholism, were systematically reviewed. Since the hospital 
record keeping prior to November 1, 1966 varied slightly from 
the present method, cases were not selected before that date.
A sample of 76 psychoneurotic males comprised the non-violent 
comparison group.
The data for the comparison sample came from the N. H. 
Hospital patient charts. These data are consistent with the 
case history data gathered for the murder and suicide samples.
It is contended that the three sets of data, N. H. Hospital 
charts, N. H. State Prison records, and psychological autopsies 
gathered for the three groups under investigation are comparable 
with one another and adequate comparisons can be made. 
Description of the Samples
Age: The tables on the description of the samples show
that the suicide sample tends to be older than either the homi­
cide or non-violent sample, 27.5 per cent of the suicide victims 
are over 60 years of age compared to 4.8 per cent of the homi­
cides and 5.3 per cent of the non-violent individuals. A con­
siderably higher percentage of the homicide cases are 29 years 
of age or below than the suicide victims, 61.3 compared to 32.7, 
while 54.8 per cent of the non-violent sample are in this age 
group.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
66
TABLE 10







80+ 0 3.1 0
79-79 0 10.2 0
60-69 4.8 14.2 5.3
50-59 3.2 11.2 10.5
40-49 14.5 17.3 13 .2
30-39 16.1 11.2 26.3
20-29 38.7 23.5 31.6
10-19 22.6 9.2 13.2
% 2 = 29.4410 
P < .0001
TABLE 11
DESCRIPTION OF THE SAMPLES— EDUCATION
Homicides Suicides Non-Violent
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent
Graduate Study,
Completed 0 4.1 1.3
Graduate Study,
Incompleted 0 1.0 1.3
College, completed 0 4.1 2.6
College, Less than
4 years 6.4 10.2 15.8
High School Completed 19.3 22.4 25.0
8 to 11 Grades
Completed, 8th to High
School Incompleted 33.9 36.7 33.5
4 to 7 Grades
Completed 40.3 20.4 11.8
3 or less Grades
Completed 0 1.0 0
Technical School 0 0 6.6
X 2 = 24.169
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TABLE 12
DESCRIPTION OF THE SAMPLES— OCCUPATION
Homicides Suicides Non-Violent
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Professional and
Technical 0 9.2 3.9
Managers, Officers,
Proprietors 3.2 7.1 9.2
Clerical, Sales 1.6 4.1 3.9
Skilled Craftsmen,
Foremen 14.5 19.4 26.3
Unskilled 66.1 42.8 47.3
Farmers, Farm
Laborers 0 7.1 1.3
Household Workers 0 1.0 0
Nonea 14.5 9.2 7.9











Married 24.2 41.8 52.6
Common Law Marriage 0 1.0 0
Widowed 0 14.2 0
Divorced 16.1 8.1 9.2
Separated Legally 1.6 7.1 1.3
Separated Informally 14.5 7.1 2.6
Single 43.5 20.4 34.2
%*- = 19.353
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Education: The non-violent sample is somewhat better
educated than the homicide sample. Fifty-three per cent of the 
non-violent group are high school graduates or above, compared 
to 42 and 26 per cent for the suicide and homicide samples, res­
pectively. A considerably higher percentage (40 per cent) 
of the homicide offenders did not complete 8th grade of school, 
compared to 20 per cent for the suicides and 12 per cent for 
the non-violent individuals.
Occupation: The suicide victims tended to have
slightly higher professional and managerial positions than the 
non-violent sample and much higher than the homicide cases.
About 16 per cent of the suicide victims were in this category, 
compared to 13 per cent of the non-violent group and 3 per 
cent of the murder sample. The homicide group predominated 
at the unskilled level.
Marital Status: The highest proportion of married
persons were in the non-violent sample and the lowest among 
the homicidal offenders. Suicide victims had the only instance 
of widowhood, 14 per cent of that sample were so classified.
The homicide sample, on the other hand, had the highest per­
centage of divorced cases, approximately twice that of the 
suicide or non-violent samples.
Summary
The suicide samples tended to be older, better educated, 
higher in occupational status, and either married or divorced, 
in comparison to the homicide sample. The age distribution of
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the non-violent sample was between that of the homicide 
and suicide samples, slightly better educated than the suicide 
victim but their occupational levels did not seem to reflect 
this. Also, they had a higher percentage of married than the 
suicide sample. This may be an artifact of the high widowhood 
among the suicides.
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Operational Definitions of the Four Major Independent 
Variables
In order to operationalize reciprocity, unreci­
procity, interference, and loss, it is necessary to focus 
on those roles constituting situations which are common to 
the majority of people in our society. Roles selected for 
analysis pertained to the following: childhood, educational,
occupational, marriage, and parenthood. Both direct and 
indirect measures of reciprocity, unreciprocity, and inter­
ference in role relationships were developed (see Appendix 
B). The direct measures involved specific indicators of each 
of the independent variables. The number of these indicators 
present in each case were summed and a score from 0-5 recorded. 
The indirect measures were judgements made of specific indica­
tors and a score recorded along the same 0-5 continuum. Indices 
specifically applicable to each role at each stage in an indi­
vidual's life were devised. The number of items measuring 
reciprocity, unreciprocity, interference and loss varied from 
role to role. Therefore, a predetermined scoring system was 
used. Each variable was ranked from 0 indicating an absence 
of that variable to 5 indicating a very high degree of that 
variable. The principal researcher read each of the case 
histories for each individual in the three samples, homicide, 
suicide and non-violent individuals. The degrees of role 
reciprocity, unreciprocity, loss and interference were re­
corded based upon the predetermined operational definition for 
each of these four major independent variables employed in the
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study were scored. Both direct and indirect measures of role, 
reciprocity, unreciprocity, and interference were recorded.
Only direct measures of loss were taken, since loss 
is more readily quantified. A test of agreement was made be­
tween the direct and indirect measures of reciprocity, unre­
ciprocity, and interference. In all cases the coefficient of 
correlation was .70 or higher. Therefore, it was decided to 
average the indirect and direct measures of these variables 
forming a combined score. The combined scores are reported 
in the analysis of the findings in the following chapters.
(See Appendix B for a listing of both the direct and indirect 
measures of the four independent variables and the exact 
scoring scoring system.)
Since an average of the two measures (direct and 
indirect) of reciprocity, unreciprocity, and interference is 
utilized in the analysis, the scores fall into the following 
categories: 0-1.0-1.5-2.0-2.5-3.0-3.5-4.0-4.5-5 .0 .
Also overall measures of reciprocity, unreciprocity, 
and interference were obtained by summing the scores for 
each role enacted by the individual and dividing by the number 
of roles enacted to yield an individual's overall score.
These scores also fell along a continuum from 0 to 5 with 
half integer intervals.
The overall measure of loss was handled in a somewhat 
different fashion. Since the hypotheses dealing with loss 
refer to the total amount of loss experienced by the individual 
in each role and throughout his lifetime, the overall measure
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of loss used in this study is simply a sum of the loss scores 
for each role. This total sum of the loss experienced rather 
than the amount of loss per role is in keeping with previous 
theoretical notions concerning loss and suicide (see Gibbs: 




(A) Father took active interest in him
(B) Mother supported sex role identification of
child with father
(C) Lack of punishment (physical and mental) - child
tended to be reasoned with by father and mother 
went along
(D) Lack of punishment (physical and mental) - child
tended to be reasoned with by mother and father 
went along
(E) Child consistently got what he wanted on request 
or demand from father and mother did not inter­
fere .
(F) Child consistently got what he wanted on request 
or demand from mother and father did not inter­
fere.
Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five.
Subjective (rating 0-5)
(A) Amount of affection of parents toward child
(B) Amount of power child had in family to influence 
decisions especially concerning him
(C) Amount of support of parents for the child vis-a- 
vis his peers, siblings, and other adults
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(D) Evidence of over dependence of child on family and 
over protection of the family for the child
Child: Unreciprocity
Objective:
(A) Evidence of child abuse, neglect - family inves­
tigated for child abuse or neglect
(B) Threats of violence
(C) Abandonment or threats of abandonment (specify)
(D) Suicidal behavior of parents or siblings: 
threats
(E) Suicidal behavior of parents or siblings: 
attempts
(F) Child in foster homes (one point for each foster 
home)
(G) Child in institutions (one point for each insti­
tution)
Evidence of other emotional or physical deprivation:
(H) Family on aid to dependent children
(I) Alcoholic parents or guardians (one point for 
each)
(J) Both parents absent from home often
(K) Arrest record of parents (both parents arrested 
one or more times)
Scoring: one point for each of the above up to a maximum of
five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5 )
Other evidence of blockage of childhood role perfor­
mance, such as emotional stress due to unreasonable 
demands made by parents or guardians.
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Child: Loss of Immediate Kin (before age 16)
Objective:
5 = Death of both parents, death of both major 
socializing agents if parents absent
4 = Death of one parent
3 = Loss of one or both parents through divorce
or separation
2 = Death of close sibling
1 = Death of close relative or close friend




(B) Serious illness or injury
(C) Residential changes (one point for each change 
after the first)
(D) Marriages of mother or father (one point for each 
marriage after the first)
Scoring: one point for each of the above up to a maximum of
five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5 )
Other evidence of interference in childhood role per­
formances, such as stigmas of any kind - physical or 
social - that is being labeled negatively for what a 
member of one's family did, eg. father an exhibitionist. 




(A) Skipped at least one grade
(B) Graduated from school before usual time





(C) Placed in advanced classes
(D) B average or above
(E) Special recognition for academic achievement 
(honors, awards, etc.)
one point for each of the above up to a maximum of 
five
Subjective rating (0 - 5)
Lack of interruptions in academic career for reasons 
of inability to perform acceptable academic work.
Unreciprocity
Objective:
(A) Grades repeated (one point for each grade repeated)
(B) Fighting in school (one or more fights per
semester
(C) Difficulty in school (C average or below)
(D) One or more threats of expulsion from school (one 
point for each)
one point for each up to a maximum of five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5 )
Other difficulties in school which tended to block 





5 = 4th grade or before 
4 - 5th grade to 8th grade 
3 = 1 or 2 years high school
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2 = 3 or 4 years high school 
1 = Loss after high school 
0 = None of above losses
Student: Interference with Student Role
Objective:
(A) Poor health (physical or mental problems) out 
of school three weeks or more in one semester
(B) Addiction (drugs or alcohol)
(C) Language problems (learned foreign language 
first)
(D) Began school later than most students (7 years 
of age or older)
(E) Parents forced child to leave school to support 
family
(F) School too far distant to attend regularly
Scoring: one point for each of the above up to a maximum of
five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5 )
Other evidence of interference in student role 
performance such as parent's low value of education.
Occupational: Reciprocity 
Objective:
(A) Work history - consistently employed (never 
employed for more than two months)
(B) Few job changes (more more than two jobs for 
ten years)
(C) No difficulty in finding jobs (out of work less 
than two months before finding new job)
(D) Increase in occupational status (e.g. from laborer 
to foreman) - one point for each move up in the 
Edwards occupational categories
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Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five
Subjective: (rating 0 - 5 )
Other evidence of facilitation of occupational 
performance, such as work rewarded or praised other 
than by increase in status or pay.
Occupational: Unreciprocity
Objective:
(A) Unable to find a job (unemployed more than 
three months)
(B) Unable to keep job
(C) Unable to advance on job
(D) If owns his own business, goes bankrupt
(E) Threat of loss of job or status
(G) Dishonorable discharge from armed forces 
Scoring: one point for each up to maximum of five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5 )
Other evidence of blockage of occupational performance, 




(A) Permanent loss of job(s) - one point for each
(B) Downward mobility (go from higher to lower status)- 
one point for each step down on Edwards 1 scale
(C) Laid off from job for more than two months in 
past year
(D) Retirement
Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five
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Occupational: Interference 
Objective:
(A) Poor education (less than eight grades)
(B) Poor health - loss of one or more months work 
due to health reasons (one point for each 
Month)
(C) Incarceration or hospitalization
(D) Advancing age (over 65)
(E) Alcoholism
(F) Wife chronically ill (cannot care for self) 
Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5 )




(A) Wife supported him after arrests
(B) Wife supported him after incarcerations
(C) Wife supported him after hospitalizations
(D) Wife supported him after he beat her
(E) Wife supported him after he threatened violence
(F) Wife supported him after he attempted or
threatened suicide
(G) Wife supported him after he refused to support 
her
Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5):
Other evidence of facilitation of marital role such
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as (a) wife and husband spent much time together 
(common activities), (b) ran business or farm 
together smoothly, (c) wife sought to help 
husband whenever he was in need.
Marital: Unreciprocity
Objective:
(A) More than once a week fights and arguments 
with spouse
(B) Wife mentally or physically ill for six months 
or more
(C) Six months or more of separation or many 
separations
(D) Wife unfaithful
(E) Wife had periods of depression or alcoholism 
(two months or more)
(F) Spouse repeatedly attempts or threatens suicide
(G) Repeated threats of divorce or separation
(H) Repeated threats or attempts to leave husband
Subjective (rating 0 - 5):
Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five
Other evidence of blockage of marital role per­
formance such as wife making unreasonable demands on 
husband, sexual incompatibility, rejection or belittling 
of husband by wife.
Marital: Loss
Objective:
5 = Death of two or more spouses
4 = Death of one spouse
3 = Divorce or legal separation of two or more 
spouses
2 = Divorce or legal separation of one spouse
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1 = Informal separation from one spouse
0 = No loss 
Marital: Interference
Objective:
(A) Chronic physical or mental illness (ill more
than 1 month at a time) - one point for each
occurrence
(B) Unemployment (unable to support wife and family)
(C) Incarcerated (once for 3 months or more)
(D) Hospitalization (once for 3 months or more)
(E) Absent from home due to employment or other
reasons (at least one week at a time, four times 
a year)
(F) Homosexuality by either spouse
(G) Alcoholism by either spouse 
Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5): Other evidence of inter­
ference in marital role performance.
Parental: Reciprocity
Objective:
(A) Children not behavior problem at home
(B) Children not behavior problem at school
(C) Children show active interest in father, like to
be around him (common activities between children
and father)
(D) Children seek out father as well as mother for 
advice and/or permission
(E) Wife actively involved with family welfare, i.e. 
care of home, children, husband
Scoring: one point for each up to a maximum of five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5) :
Other evidence of facilitation of parental role per­
formance .






(A) Father rejected by child or children
(B) Child delinquent
(C) Child addicted to drugs or alcohol
(D) Wife often not present in the home for days at
a time
(E) Child attempts or threatens suicide
(F) Child attempts or threatens to run away from
home
one point for each up to a maximum of five
Subjective (rating 0 - 5): Other evidence of blockage
Other evidence of blockage of parental role perform­
ance.
(1) High reciprocity = scores of 3.5 to 5.0
(2) Low reciprocity = scores of 0 to 1.0
(3) Moderate reciprocity = scores of 1.5 to 3.0
(4) High unreciprocity = scores of 3.5 to 5.0
(5) Low unreciprocity = scores of 0 to 1.0
(6) Moderate unreciprocity = scores of 1.5 to 3.0
(7) High interference = scores of 3.5 to 5.0
(8) Low interference = scores of 1.5 to 3.0
(9) Moderate interference = scores of 1.5 to 3.0
(10) High loss = scores of 4.0 to 5.0
(11) Low loss = scores of 0 to 1.0
(12) Moderate loss = scores of 2.0 to 3.0
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Mode of Analysis
The data for this study will be analyzed in the fol­
lowing manner. First the scores for each variable will be 
trichotomized, high, moderate, and low (see operational 
definitions). In order to determine whether or not the dif­
ferences in distribution of the scores for the three samples 
are statistically significant, the Chi Square test is used.
The Chi Square level of significance is .05 or less. The 
coefficient of contingency, a measure of correlation based on 
Chi Square, is employed to determine the strength of the 
association between variables.




In this chapter the findings relating the degree of 
reciprocity to the three behavioral variables, homicide, suicide, 
and non-violent behavior are presented. The degree of reci­
procity is considered for five major roles enacted by most 
members of our society: child, student, occupation, marital
and parental. Also in relation to the dependent variables, an 
overall measure of reciprocity incorporating all of these roles 
is used.
This chapter is organized in this way. First, the 
hypothesis linking reciprocity and behavior for the specific 
role under analysis is stated. Secondly, the data table is 
presented. Thirdly, a discussion of the data in relation to 
the hypothesis is provided. Lastly, in order to discuss the 
effects of certain social structural variables on the relation­
ship between reciprocity and violent or non-violent behavior, 
the following variables were controlled: age, education,
occupation, and marital status. Each of these variables was 
dichotomized into high and low, as defined later.
Since the number of tables that take into account the 
control variables is large (48), the findings are discussed 
in the chapter but these tables are placed in Appendix B.
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The major hypotheses guiding the analysis of data 
in this chapter are:
(1) There is a positive relationship between reci­
procity and suicide.
(2) There is an inverse relationship between 
reciprocity and homicide.
(3) There is no significant relationship between 
reciprocity and non-violent behavior.
From these general hypotheses, the following specific hypoth­
eses and corollaries are drawn.
HYPOTHESIS I: The suicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high childhood reciprocity 
than will either the homicide or the non­
violent samples.
COROLLARY I A: The homicide sample will have a significantly 
higher incidence of low childhood reciprocity 
than will either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY I B: The non-violent sample will have a significantly 
higher incidence of moderate childhood reci­
procity than will either the suicide or homicide 
samples.
Table 14 shows that hypothesis I and its corollaries are 
supported. Considering the childhood role, the suicide sample 
did experience significantly more high reciprocity than either 
the homicide or non-violent samples. The non-violent sample 
tended to experience moderate forms of reciprocity rather than
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THE DEGREE OF CHILDHOOD RECIPROCITY 
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES
FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 63 11 4 62
Suicide 31 36 66 98
Non-Violent 6 53 30 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 78 102 56 236
C = .5469
X 2 = 100.728 
P <  .0001
extremely high or low degrees of that variable. Of those who 
experienced low reciprocity, relatively few (6%) were among 
the non-violent, as compared with 63 per cent of those who 
were homicide offenders. The suicide sample comprised 36 
and 21 per cent of those moderate and low in reciprocity in 
childhood.
From the outset, then, those individuals who later 
were to kill themselves did tend to be less frustrated and more 
gratified as children than those in the other groups. The 
homicidal sample and to some extent, the non-violent sample 
tended to experience in the main, more low and moderate 
reciprocity, respectively, than the suicide sample.1
^hese findings will be considered at greater length 
after reviewing each table briefly.
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HYPOTHESIS II: The suicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high student reciprocity 
than will either the homicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY IIA: The homicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of low student reciprocity 
than will either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY IIB: The non-violent sample will have a signifi­
cantly higher incidence of moderate student 
reciprocity than will either the homicide 
or suicide samples.
TABLE 15


















(Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 39 16 7 62
Suicide 41 41 43 98
Non-Violent 20 43 50 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 119 87 30 236
C = .3149
f a  = 25.9783
P .0001
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Table 15 reveals a statistically significant dif­
ference in student reciprocity among the three samples. The 
major difference lies between the homicide sample on the one 
hand and the suicide and non-violent samples considered to­
gether on the other. The homicide offenders tended to ex­
perience considerably less reciprocity in school than either 
the suicide or non-violent groups. Conversely, the suicide 
victims did tend to experience higher degrees of reciprocity 
than the homicide sample, partially supporting the stated 
hypothesis, but not higher than the non-violent sample. It 
will be remembered that the non-violent sample is moderately 
better educated than the homicidal group. This may account 
for some of the slightly higher student reciprocity among the 
non-violent sample. The differences between the suicide and 
non-violent sample on student reciprocity are however, minimal 
compared to the vast difference between them and the homicidal 
group.
HYPOTHESIS III: The suicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high occupational rec- 
procity than will either the homicide or 
non-violent samples.
COROLLARY IIIA: The homicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of low occupational reci­
procity than will either the suicide or non­
violent samples.
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COROLLARY IIIB: The non-violent sample will have a sig­
nificantly higher incidence of moderate 
occupational reciprocity than will either 
the homicide or suicide samples.
TABLE 16
THE DEGREE OF OCCUPATIONAL RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N Never-
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent) Employed3
Homicide 56 13 6 53 9
Suicide 33 36 54 89 9
Non-Violent 11 51 40 70 6
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 72 59 81 212 24
aNever Employed not included in analysis 
C = .4798
X2 = 63.4342 
P < .0001
Table 16 indicates that there is a significant dif­
ference among the three samples in the degree of occupational 
reciprocity experienced. Considerably more suicide victims 
tended to have been consistently employed and financially and 
otherwise rewarded for their work than the homicide offenders
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and to a lesser degree more than the non-violent individual. 
Fifty-one per cent of those experiencing moderate occupational 
reciprocity were non-violent, compared to 36 per cent suicide 
victims and 13 per cent homicide offenders. Among those with 
low occupational reciprocity, the homicidal offenders comprised 
56 per cent, compared to 33 per cent for the suicide sample 
and 11 per cent for the non-violent individuals.
HYPOTHESIS IV: The suicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high marital reciprocity 
than will either the homicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY IVA: The homicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of low marital reciprocity 
than will either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY IVB: The non-violent sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of moderate marital recipro­
city than will either the homicide or suicide 
samples.
The data presented in Table 17 support the.hypothesis 
on marital reciprocity. The suicide sample comprised 57 per 
cent of those experiencing high marital reciprocity compared 
to 39 per cent for the non-violent group and only 4 per cent 
for the homicidal offenders. The suicide sample also made up 
46 per cent of those characterized by moderate reciprocity in
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TABLE 17
THE DEGREE OF MARITAL RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N Single3-
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 38 25 4 35 27
Suicide 37 46 57 76 22
Non-Violent 25 29 39 51 25
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 65 35 62 162 74
aSingle not included in analysis 
C = .388
7 2 = 28.5632
P ^ .0001
contrast to 29 per cent for the non-violent group and 25 per 
cent for the homicide sample.
Considerably less difference among the three samples 
exists in relation to low marital reciprocity. The suicide 
and homicide samples share about equal proportions (37 and 
38 per cent respectively), as compared to 25 per cent for 
the non-violent group.
In sum, however, the data show a positive relationship 
between marital reciprocity and suicidal behavior.
HYPOTHESIS V: The suicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high parental reciprocity 
than will either the homicide or non-violent 
samples.




The homicidal sample will have a significantly 
higher incidence of low parental reciprocity 
than will either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
The non-violent sample will have a significantly 
higher incidence of moderate parental reci­
procity than will either the homicide or 
suicide samples.
THE DEGREE OF PARENTAL RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N Non-Parentsa
(Per Cent)(Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 37 32 0 19 43
Suicide 46 47 58 53' 45
Non-Violent 17 21 42 30 46
Total Per
Cent 100 100 100
Total N 35 19 48 102 134
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Table 17 shows that significantly more suicide 
victims had experienced high parental reciprocity than the 
homicide or the non-violent samples. Of those experiencing 
high parental reciprocity, 58 per cent were suicide victims,
42 per cent were non-violent, and no homicide offenders were 
in this category. In addition, the suicide victims made up 
47 per cent of those characterized by moderate reciprocity, 
compared to 32 per cent for the homicidal group and 21 per 
cent for the non-violent sample. This is contrary to 
Corollary VB.
The suicide sample also comprised 46 per cent of 
those characterized by low parental reciprocity, compared 
to 37 per cent of the homicide group and 17 per cent of the 
non-violent sample.
It is evident, however, that the suicide victims 
tended to experience more reciprocity in relation to their 
children than the non-violent sample and markedly more than 
the homicide offenders.
HYPOTHESIS VI: The suicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high overall reciprocity 
than will either the homicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY VIA: The homicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of low overall reciprocity 
than will either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
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COROLLARY VIB: The non-violent sample will have a sig­
nificantly higher incidence of moderate 
overall reciprocity than will either the 




OF OVERALL RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate 




Homicide 60 10 0 62
Suicide 30 44 61 98
Non-Violent 10 46 39 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100




Table 19 indicates that the suicide victims comprised 
significantly more of those characterized by high overall 
reciprocity than either the non-violent or the homicidal 
group, especially the latter.
There is then a positive relationship between recipro­
city experienced in one's major roles throughout one's life 
time and self-destructive behavior. The contrast between the 
suicide victims and the homicide offenders is striking. None 
of the homicide offenders experienced high overall reciprocity
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and they only comprised 10 per cent of those with moderate 
overall reciprocity.
Comparing the suicide and non-violent individuals, the 
suicide sample comprised 61 per cent of those experiencing 
high reciprocity, while the non-violent group comprised 39 
per cent. The differences are much less in regard to moderate 
reciprocity. Forty-four per cent of the suicide victims ex­
perienced moderate reciprocity, while 46 per cent of the non­
violent individuals experienced the same. Lastly, it is clear 
that the homicide offender tends to reflect low overall reci­
procity (see Table 17).
Interim Conclusions
The data on reciprocity tend to support the hypothesis 
that those individuals who experience high reciprocity in their 
major role relationships will be more prone toward self- 
destructive behavior. Conversely, those individuals who 
experience low reciprocity tend to direct their aggression 
outwardly and those with moderate reciprocity tend not to 
exhibit violent forms of behavior. The suicide sample mani­
fested high role reciprocity in all roles except that of student. 
The difference in the incidence of high student reciprocity 
between the suicide and non-violent samples was slight. Forty- 
three per cent of those with high student reciprocity were 
suicide victims, while 50 per cent of the same were non­
violent individuals.
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The overall measure of reciprocity, which is a 
measure of the average reciprocity experienced in each role, 
revealed marked differences in the incidence of high reci­
procity between the suicide sample and the homicide sample 
and the non-violent group. Sixty one per cent of those with 
high overall reciprocity were suicide victims, 39 per cent 
were non-violent individuals and 0 per cent were homicidal 
offenders.
In three of the five roles analyzed the non-violent 
sample comprised a higher proportion of those with moderate 
reciprocity. In two roles, marital and parental, the suicide 
sample made up a larger proportion of those with moderate 
reciprocity.
Considering the overall measure of reciprocity, the 
difference between the suicide and homicide samples on 
moderate reciprocity is striking, 44 per cent for the suicide 
group compared to 10 per cent for the homicide individuals. 
However, the suicide and the non-violent samples comprised 
about the same proportion of those with moderate overall 
reciprocity.
In sum, these data tended to show a statistically sig­
nificant difference between the inwardly and outwardly directed 
violent groups on the incidence of high reciprocity. The 
suicide victims tended to be more facilitated through the 
reciprocity of others in their performance of their major roles
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than either the homicide or non-violent groups. The non­
violent group tended to be moderately facilitated in role 
performances, while the homicidal group was the least aided 
in the carrying out of their appropriate roles.
In order to determine the possible effects of other 
variables on the relationship between reciprocity and self­
destructive behavior, controls on age, education, occupation 
and marital status were introduced into the analysis.
For the sake of simplicity of discussion of the 
findings on the control variables, only the comparison between 
the suicide victims and homicide offenders will be considered. 
Each control variable will be considered separately in rela­
tion to each role; that is, the effects of low age and high 
age will be discussed in relation to the role of child, 
student, et cetera, and the overall measure of reciprocity.1
The discussion will indicate when the data fall in
the direction predicted by the hypotheses and when they do not.
Those conditions (e.g., low age) which either strengthen or 
weaken the association between reciprocity and type of violence 
or non-violence will be indicated.
'LThe variables were dichotomized in the following way: 
high age refers to those 30 years of age or older, low age 
means those 29 years of age or younger. High education means
high school graduate or above, low education, less than high
school. High occupation refers to skilled craftsmen or above 
on the Edwards scale and low occupation means unskilled 
laborers or below. Never employed individuals were deleted 
from the analysis. Marital status was divided between the 
married and the non-married, including the single, widowed, 
divorced, and the never married.
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Associations between reciprocity and type of violence 
or non-violence for five roles and the overall measure of reci­
procity with controls for age, education, occupation, and marital 
status.
TABLE 20
ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
FOR AGE
WITH CONTROLS
Original Association Low High






































ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
FOR EDUCATION,
WITH CONTROLS
Original Association Low High





































C = Coefficient of Contingency 
P = Level of Significance
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TABLE 22
ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
FOR OCCUPATION
WITH CONTROLS
Original Association Low High
C P C P C P
Child .5469 K.0001) .6048 (<.0001) .3282 «. 05)
Student .3149 (<.0001) .3096 (< .02) .2459 (N.S.)
Occupational .4798 (<.0001) .4551 (<.0001) .4819 (<.0001)
Marital .3880 (<.0001) .3938 (<.01) .3179 (N.S.)
Parental .4251 (<.0001) .4189 (<•02) .4509 (<. 05)
Overall .5112 (<.0001) .5409 fe.0001) .3265 (<.05)
TABLE 23
ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE WITH CONTROLS 
FOR MARITAL STATUS
Original Association Low High
C P c P c P
Child .5469 (<.0001) .4427 «.001) .5985 (<.0001)
Student .3149 (<.0001) .2980 (N.S.) .3207 (<.001)
Occupational .4798 (<.0001) .4137 «.001) .4791 (< .0001)
Marital .3880 (<.0001) .3897 (<.01) .4168 (< .01)
Parental .4251 «  .0001) .4589 «.01) .4481 (<* .05)
Overall .5112 (*-.0001) .5131 (<.0001) .4959 (< .0001)
Age
Considering age, the data show that the association 
between reciprocity and self-destructive behavior tends to be 
slightly stronger among the younger individuals. However, as 
the table indicates, the association for the overall measure 
of reciprocity is somewhat stronger among those of high 
age. In all cases, the suicide sample exhibited a higher inci­
dence of high reciprocity than did the homicide sample.
Education
In all cases, the associations between reciprocity and
type of behavior is stronger for those of low education than
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those of higher education. Although the difference between 
low and high education is not particularly large, it might be 
expected that the highly educated murderer would be more 
similar in life style to the more educated suicide victim.
For the student and marital roles, no significant difference 
was observed between the suicide and homicide samples. It 
should be noted however that while the associations between 
reciprocity and behavior declined somewhat for these roles, 
they did not decrease radically. Therefore, the relation­
ship indicated in the hypothesis is given support.
For both those with high and low education there 
is a positive relationship between reciprocity and suicidal 
behavior. For each role analyzed and for the overall 
measure, the suicide sample had a higher incidence of high 
reciprocity than the murder sample.
Marital Status
The relationship between reciprocity and type of 
violent behavior is maintained when controlling on marital 
status. Among the married, the correlations are somewhat 
lower than for the widowed, separated (informally or legally), 
divorced, single or never married. The disparity on the 
incidence of high reciprocity between the homicide and suicide 
cases is greater for the non-married for all roles except 
parental and the overall measure of reciprocity. The married 
homicide and suicide cases tend to be slightly less different 
from one another in terms of reciprocity. Nonetheless, in all
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cases except one (the student role) there is a statistically 
significant difference observed among the three samples 
(homicidal, suicidal, and non-violent group) on the incidence 
of reciprocity. The suicide victims consistently manifested 
a higher incidence of high reciprocity than did the homicide 
offenders.
Occupational Status
Lastly, considering occupational status, the relation­
ship between reciprocity and behavior is maintained in all 
cases. The variation between the suicide and homicide 
samples is greater for those with low occupational status for 
three roles: childhood, student and marital and for the
overall measure. This variation is higher for the occupational 
and parental roles among those with high occupational status.
It appears that suicide victims with low occupational status 
are more likely to experience high reciprocity than homicidal 
offenders with similar occupational status. However, in each 
instance for both high and low occupational status, the 
suicide victims tended to experience a higher incidence of 
high reciprocity than did the homicidal individual.
In sum, then, the associations between reciprocity and 
type of behavior (homicide, suicide, or non-violent) definitely 
tend to be maintained when controlling for the effects of age, 
educational attainment, occupational status, and marital status. 
Under these various conditions it appears that high degrees of 
reciprocity in role relationships are associated with self­
destructive behavior and low degrees of such reciprocity are
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associated with homicidal behavior. Moderate reciprocity is 
less clearly associated with non-violent behavior; although 
neither extreme (high or low) of reciprocity is characteristic 
of the non-violent.
The following cases of actual suicide victims exemplify 
the data presented in this chapter. In each case the victims 
ostensibly experienced in their lifetimes considerable ease 
in the performance of their appropriate roles, yet each sud­
denly killed himself when faced with problematic situations.
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THE CASE OF ARTHUR PALMER:
Arthur Palmer was the youngest of three siblings. His 
brother, four years his senior, lives in a nearby state, as does 
his sister who is two years older than he. Both are married. 
Their father died five years ago of a stomach disorder. He had 
had several hospitalizations for internal bleeding. Either ul­
cers or cancer was suspected. The mother is in good health and 
has retired to the South. The Palmer family was said to be very 
"close" and friendly. The family kept in touch with one another 
by telephone and visited quite frequently.
Mr. Palmer grew up and went to school in southern New 
England. He was always popular and well-liked. His academic 
achievement was average. He met his wife in the eighth grade 
and they dated throughout high school, although they did not 
date each other exclusively. He graduated from high school at 
the age of 17 and enlisted in the service. He was involved in 
active duty during World War II. He corresponded with his wife. 
Although she did not like the military life, he re-enlisted in 
his early twenties. They were married when he was 26 years old. 
He remained with the military until 1961 having been stationed 
in Europe, the southwest, and finally New England for the last 
eleven years of his enlistment. After retirement he worked as 
a civilian in the military in accounting; however, he aspired to 
being a businessman. He sought legal counsel for this in 1965. 
He worked and saved money and finally borrowed several thousand 
dollars from his mother to open a restaurant in 196 8. This was
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much against his wife's wishes. She is a very dependent, in­
secure person who worries about the money involved. On the 
other hand, she didn't think he could do it; at the same time, 
she said that he "could do anything."
Mrs. Palmer describes herself as a person who has al­
ways been highly nervous and prone to depression. The year of 
her husband's death, she sought psychiatric help at a mental 
health clinic where she was evaluated as a basically dependent 
personality with chronic anxiety and depression. She was 
placed on medication and seen for five visits. Mr. Palmer was 
seen on one occasion conjointly at the request of the examining 
doctor. He was felt to be a jovial, capable man, reassuring, 
supportive, and somewhat cajoling and fatherly with his wife.
She admits that if anyone were to think of anyone's committing 
suicide in their family it would have been she of whom they 
would have expected it.
Mr. Palmer was in excellent health and with no chronic 
ailments nor even flu-type illnesses, except on rare occasions.
He was geared towards productivity in life and worked 12 to 18 
hours a day to get the restaurant ready for opening. This rou­
tine began in about May 196 8. He lost 12 pounds during the first 
two weeks of the restaurant's being open but amazed his physi­
cian with his excellent blood pressure during a routine medical 
examination. He personally purchased equipment which he helped 
to install, fixed the floors, tables, hired a staff of about 
a dozen and handled the mechanics of producing meals. He was
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meticulous and thorough in his work and an able and respected 
organizer.
Michael was the Palmer's only child. Mrs. Palmer had 
several miscarriages. Mike is a good-looking, clean-cut boy, 
who had just graduated from high school and was accepted at the 
state university to begin in the fall of 1968. While in high 
school, Mike played baseball, was on the student council, a 
member of the National Honor Society, and the president of the 
Spanish Club. Both parents attended school events for parents 
and took an active interest in Mike's life. He had had a girl 
friend since the spring of 19 68. She also worked at the rest­
aurant and visited occasionally at the Palmer's home for Sunday 
dinner and the like. Both parents reportedly approved of her.
Mr. Palmer was a devoted and perhaps doting husband and a source 
of strength to his son whom he adored and in whom he took great 
pride. He intended to prepare and educate his son in business 
matters. He was a self-driven accomplisher and an inner-directed 
person with established goals.
Mr. Palmer was known for his reliability and conscien­
tiousness with anything he undertook. He was outgoing, got along 
very well with everyone, and was a respected member of the com­
munity. Words most often used to describe him were "cheerful, 
easy-going, quiet, down-to-earth, and likeable." He was a cap­
able, constructive person who never spoke of problems and con­
fided in no one about his personal affairs. His wife had only
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a vague understanding of his business venture; he always at­
tempted to protect her from worry. He humored people, was sel­
dom angered, and never lost his temper. With his son, he was 
an available listener and sometimes offered guidance. He never 
ordered anyone to do anything, but would rather ask, suggest, 
and the like. He involved his son in the business thinking 
that it was a good learning experience for Mike. He was pre­
dictable, always on time and would always telephone if delayed. 
He frequently asked if he could do for others, especially his 
wife. He "always took care of everything." He did not smoke 
or drink. He ate and slept well until about a month prior to 
his death. Mr. Palmer was a confident man who had tremendous 
ideas of financial success but no experience in self-employment. 
At the age of 48 it was his first completely independent step 
to prove himself. He was acutely aware of others' dependence 
on him, a role which he assumed seemingly with comfort. Con­
sciously, he did not recognize or accept his own dependence.
He had always provided consistently, carefully, and well for 
his family. This adaptation was seriously threatened in his 
mind at the time of death, and he was filled with guilt for 
involving his family in his restaurant business. He was very 
worried about the success or failure of his business because 
of the amount of his mother's money invested. His reaction 
was to work harder by putting in many hours physically and por­
ing over the financial business sheets. He became a more fre­
quent caller on his attorney, which was an appropriate action 
for someone whose business was just getting underway.
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Although there were repeated assurances by a reliable 
advisor, Mr. Palmer felt that his business was failing. He 
could not be convinced that losses were to be expected the first 
month of the operation? the balance sheet showed losses for the 
two weeks of the operation that Mr. Palmer lived (the business 
is now thriving). He became more and more preoccupied with how 
much he had borrowed to make the investment and worried that he 
had made a mistake. His keen sense of responsibility became 
his avenger. From the last week in June to his death three 
weeks later, he worked himself to exhaustion. He sometimes 
worked as many as 20 hours a day. A couple of nights before 
his death, he was so tired that he did not undress for bed; he 
just lay down beside his wife. The night before he died, the 
whole family went to bed at the same hour, about 1:00 a.m. 
when he came in from work. He did not brush his teeth and com­
mented that he was so tired that he almost didn't even come 
in from the car. He and his wife had not had sexual relations 
for several weeks and he was too tired to even kiss her good 
night as he usually did for a few days prior to death. Mrs. 
Palmer refused to discuss the nature of their earlier sexual 
relationship; however, there is nothing in her psychiatrist's 
report to indicate that there was anything unusual.
Since Mr. Palmer's attorney was the only one in whom 
Mr. Palmer confided, it is assumed that his anxiety was mount­
ing daily as he increased his contact with the attorney. Mr. 
Palmer's state of physical exhaustion was apparent to all, how­
ever, his personality pattern did not change markedly. He could
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not grasp the logic and figures as clearly or rapidly in the 
last few days before his death. In his mind that meant that 
things were going poorly in his business. He also became more 
concerned about his wife's failure to be of support. Her man­
ner was one of grim acceptance with repeated questions and voic- 
ings of her lack of faith in the venture. He gave his son days 
off "when he could," but took none himself. The dispute with 
his wife lingered unresolved and they saw each other for only 
a few minutes a day once the restaurant opened. Also, her moth­
er was dying of cancer, an added burden to her and she faith­
fully visited her once a week. This was where she was the day 
Mr. Palmer killed himself, and this illness in the family must 
have been an added strain on her, and, subsequently, on him 
since Mrs. Palmer leaned so heavily on her husband. There is 
no evidence that Mr. Palmer manifested any premonitions, fears, 
thoughts, fantasies, or dreams with reference to death. He cer­
tainly feared failure in business but had no known fears of any 
other nature.
On the day of her husband's death, Mrs. Palmer made 
lunch for him though he usually came home for lunch. Then she 
went to the restaurant to pick up the previous day's receipts 
to take them to the bank. She recalled nothing unusual about 
her husband, took the money to the bank, and left for daily 
Mass around 11:00 a.m. Mike left before lunch, also, to go 
swimming at the pool of a friend with whom he went golfing in 
the afternoon. He arrived home at about 5:45 p.m. It was his
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first day off from work at the restaurant in 12 days . The door 
of the single garage, which was attached to the house, was closed 
and Mike heard the motor of the family's second car running. He 
opened the garage door and immediately noticed a length of vac­
uum hose in Mr. Palmer's mouth. He pulled the hose out of the 
mouth and then removed his father from the car. Mr. Palmer was 
not breathing and the son called an ambulance. Mr. Palmer was 
pronounced dead on arrival at the hospital at 6:15 p.m. The 
medical referee's report reads: "The body showed a light pinkish 
color throughout. The eyes were deeply bloodshot. Cause of 
death: Carbon monoxide poisoning. Carbon Monoxide Hemoglobin 
91%, Alcohol 0.01%." The police report reads: "...front window 
cracked just enough to let hose in. Hose tied with rags to the 
door frame and there was a towel stuck in the crack of the win­
dow just along the hose. Another section attached to the ex­
haust pipe." The hose was one discarded from an old vacuum 
cleaner no longer in use and stored in the house basement.
Mr. Palmer's death was intentional. He was assured of 
time, knowing that his family would be otherwise occupied for 
a definite period of time. The only variable was his son's re­
turning home or his neighbor's intervention. The latter was un­
likely since that time of day was business hours for his neigh­
bor. Mr. Palmer was as "matter of fact" and concise about his 
death as he was about his life.
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THE CASE OF FRED BARRETT:
Fred was born on November 26, 1901 in St. Louis, Missouri. 
Fred was the only child. His father was a life-long resident of 
St. Louis and worked as a lithograph operator for a St. Louis 
newspaper. He was a good man, hard working, loved his family, 
and provided well for them. He was a thoughtful parent, showed 
love for his son and provided security. Mr. Barrett died of a 
heart attack in 1940. He was in his middle sixties at the time. 
Mrs. Barrett lived alone after her husband's death, preferring 
to remain independent. She was described as a very kind person, 
uncomplaining and reluctant to talk of her problems or to become 
a burden. She was helpful and very pleasant. She died of a 
heart attack in 1966 at the age of 86. Fred left school after 
his first year of high school to join the United States Navy.
He was 16 at the time and the country was in the midst of World 
War I. Fred completed his tour of duty and married a school 
sweetheart at age 18. He had two daughters, both of whom are 
married and live with their families in St. Louis. The marri­
age lasted about 18 years. Fred and his wife couldn't get along 
and agreed to a divorce when the children reached age 18. Fred 
continued to pay for the support of his children until they were 
married.
After the divorce in 1937, Fred moved to Scarsdale, New 
York to live with an aunt. It was in Scarsdale that he met his 
present wife. They were married in 19 39. Shortly after his
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father's death, Fred sent for his mother who moved to Scarsdale 
and remained with Fred and his wife until her death.
According to his wife, Fred was given the job of maintain­
ing an apartment building in Scarsdale. The owner liked Fred and 
his all-around abilities in carpentry, plumbing, and electrical 
work. As his employer purchased more buildings, Fred was given 
more responsibility for them and pay increases. He soon found 
himself in charge of several apartment and office buildings with 
a considerable staff of maintenance people under his charge. He 
loved his work. He enjoyed the contacts with tenants, business 
salesmen from whom he made necessary purchases and his staff.
He enjoyed operating smoothly and efficiently and received much 
satisfaction in knowing a building was in good repair and the 
tenants satisfied.
Fred and his second wife had two daughters. Fred was 
described as a good father and husband. He loved his family 
and worked hard to support them. Fred loved living in Scarsdale 
and had many friends. He was very sensitive to the needs of 
others and of his family. Fred was forcibly retired at the age 
of 67. His wife inherited a home and several acres of land in 
Newton, New Hampshire. Their oldest daughter settled in New 
Hampshire and Fred's wife was finally able to get her reluctant 
husband to leave Scarsdale and move to Newton. Mrs. Barrett felt 
Fred changed a great deal during the past year. He retired in 
February of 1969 and moved to New Hampshire in April, 1969. He 
like the countryside and made some efforts to adjust. He built
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himself a workshop in the barn and fixed up the house, but he 
missed Scarsdale. He found Newton too quiet and soon found he 
had little to do. He began to worry about getting old (he was 
several years older than Mrs. Barrett). He became depressed and 
irritable. He visited Scarsdale every month but the visits left 
him more depressed...several of his friends passed away. He 
missed working and his friends and contacts. He felt he was liv­
ing on a farm in "a land of strangers." Fred did not seek employ­
ment as he feared being rejected because he was too old. His 
wife felt his fears were unreasonable as Fred did not look 68, 
had excellent experience and enjoyed good health. Mrs. Barrett 
insisted Fred accompany her on a weekend visit to a friend's 
home in Maine. Fred did not want to go but once there enjoyed 
himself very much. He and his host got along well and shared 
common interests. The host operated a chicken farm and Fred was 
impressed. He talked of moving to Maine and starting his own 
chicken farm. Upon returning to New Hampshire, Fred seemed to 
become depressed again. However, he did apply for a driver's 
license and registered his auto. He was scheduled to take his 
driver's test on the day of his death. He studied the manual 
very hard. The night before his death, he had his wife, daugh­
ter and son-in-law ask him questions and he knew the material 
quite well. He was worried and nervous. He thought the test­
ing people would reject his application because he was "too 
old." Mrs. Barrett tried to reassure him. On April 2, 1970,
Mrs. Barrett left for work about 6:45 a.m. Mrs. Barrett always
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tried to leave some chores for Fred but she invariably found 
him bored at the end of the day. It is believed that Fred got 
up about 8:30 a.m. He was to take his driver's test at 10:00 
a.m. and his son-in-law was to take him. His son-in-law could 
not find Fred when he arrived about 9:30 and began looking. He 
found Fred on the floor of his workshop, a gun at his side.
Fred was dead. Mrs. Barrett expressed shock and dismay over her 
husband's suicide. She felt he was just beginning to come to 
grips with his retirement and the move to New Hampshire. He had 
been thinking more about the future and talked at length about 
the possibility of going into the chicken business. She felt 
that he would have had many good years ahead of him since he 
was in very fine health.
THE CASE OF RICHARD DOOLITTLE:
Richard Doolittle was the eldest of two boys born to 
Greek Orthodox parents. The father owned a heating fuel busi­
ness and was involved in real estate. The mother worked part 
time as a nurse. The family was financially very comfortable 
and lived in a large old farmhouse. A large swimming pool is 
to one side of the home, not enclosed.
It was reported that Richard and his brother were ma­
terially indulged by unrealistic parents who continually denied 
that there was anything remiss in the son's behavior. In the 
words of a school official "no one ever gives Richard a chance" 
was the mother's attitude. The school had been concerned enough 
about his adjustment in attitude to speak with the parents about
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referral to a family service agency or mental health facility 
19 6 7 when Richard was in the Freshman class. Returning to the 
indulgence, the victim had at his disposal the swimming pool
mentioned above, a ski doo, a motor bike,- and the two family_______
cars. He was a very popular boy with his peers and was thought 
to live a rapid, happy social life. He was elusive with adults 
with the exception of a couple of police officers who picked 
him up for speeding on at least two occasions. With them he 
was violently belligerent and told them exactly what he thought 
of them. Via some of his peers, it was learned that he fre­
quently lied and conned his parents into believing anything he 
wanted them to. He had been involved with drugs since about 
the age of 15. He had tried marijuana, LSD, speed, and prob­
ably heroin from the peer reports. He was associated with a 
gang of kids that were all in varying kinds of trouble for the 
use of drugs or were under suspicion. He enjoyed these experi­
ences and expressed no fears nor was he precautionary in his 
drug use. He was known to combine the use of drugs and alcohol.
He was usually carefree and not known to become despondent ei­
ther with or without drug or alcohol use.
To not an unusual degree for an adolescent, Richard was 
unpredictable, or rather impulsive. He liked to live "high" and 
be constantly on the go. His whereabouts were often hard to fol­
low, although his school attendance was regular. He was "hard to 
get to" from an adult point of view, but not a person who was 
considered to be emotionally disturbed. It was his attitude of
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nonchalance, no direction, love for the moment, and a sense of 
insincerity which bothered adults. Younger people apparently 
thought him to be a great deal of fun, always having something 
going and something to do it with. He would help other kids 
materially and seemed to need a confidant more than he was able 
to offer this to others. He could be a "tough guy," yet this 
was mentioned only in context with his drug and alcohol use.
He did not stand out as either a leader or follower in his peer 
group.
The only reported incident of upset to Richard related 
to a girl friend. The girl friend "was trying to help him" in 
words of a school official; however, her parents objected to 
the relationship with Richard and his friends. It was reported 
that the girl friend's father was the last one to speak with 
Richard before he died. He had told Richard to stop calling or 
having anything to do with his daughter.
The victim was not known to talk about future plans. He 
was good athletically but did not participate to any great ex­
tent. He liked cars. The parents had tried to involve him in 
sports and built the swimming pool for him. He was generally 
uninterested. He was not particularly interested in school but 
earned promotions.
On the night that Richard died, he had borrowed the fam­
ily car to go to a high school dance. He did not go in to the 
dance but stood outside with some friends around the parking lot. 
He was thought to have had some sort of drug and alcohol could
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be smelled on his breath. He left the school with some friends 
and subsequently drove the car into a utility pole. The kids, 
including Richard, fled the scene. The newspaper reported that 
the parents were called once the vehicle was identified. Rich­
ard reportedly then called his girl friend at about 12:30 a.m. 
The girl friend's father answered the phone and gave the mes­
sage mentioned before about not calling the girl anymore. The 
victim then used a family shotgun and killed himself.
The lives of these three suicide victims, an older re­
tired man, a middle-aged businessman, and an adolescent, illus­
trate the effect of role reciprocity on behavior during unset­
tling situations. Arthur Palmer had in his lifetime experienced 
ease in the performance of his major roles. He was a well cared 
for child, popular among his peers, his service record was very 
good, his wife, while nervous at times, depended on him and 
tended to support him, and his son was certainly a source of 
great pride for him. His mother had lent him several thousand 
dollars to start a business of his own. His family, son, wife 
and mother helped him with this effort. His attorney reassured 
him things were going well despite small losses at the outset. 
Reciprocity in his various role performances seemed to be char­
acteristic of his life. This situation seemed to set the stage 
for his intense fear of failure. The loss of his business be­
came an unendurable possibility for him. He had to succeed. 
There was no reason not to succeed given the support he received 
from others. Arthur Palmer, caught in the bind of frustrating
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reciprocity, took his own life rather than live with the threat 
of failure.
Fred Barrett's early life was also a secure, happy one. 
His parents were devoted to him. While his first marriage ended 
in divorce, his second marriage was extremely rewarding. His 
children from both marriages loved him deeply. Fred enjoyed 
occupational success. He liked his work and was rewarded for his 
efforts. Just prior to his death he was forced to retire. Al­
though financially secure and in good health, and emotionally 
supported by his wife and family, he detested retirement. Hav­
ing lived an active, productive life the thought of a quiet, 
passive retirement became a source of severe frustration for 
him. While everything was well ordered and peaceful, and reci­
procity in his role relations ran high, Fred Barrett was frus­
trated to the point of despair. He felt his life as he knew 
it was over and he decided to end it his own way.
The frustration of extreme reciprocity may not be lim­
ited to the very old or the adult. Richard Doolittle, an ado­
lescent at the time of his suicide, is a case in point. He was - 
a coddled child. Overindulged by overprotective parents and 
popular among his peers, he nonetheless was unable to cope with 
stressful situations. While he experienced considerable reci­
procity, especially at the hands of his parents, he found the 
slightest blockage or unreciprocity unbearable. Faced with re­
nunciation by his girl friend's parents and the loss of this 
girl friend, he shot himself to death.




The findings relating loss to the three dependent 
variables will be presented following the same format as 
that used in the previous chapter on reciprocity. The 
hypotheses and their corollaries will be stated, the tables 
presented and a discussion of these data will ensue. A con­
sideration of the control variables will be found at the end 
of this chapter.
HYPOTHESIS VII: The suicide sample will have a higher incidence
of childhood loss than the non-violent sample. 
COROLLARY VII: The homicide sample will have a higher inci­
dence of childhood loss than the non-violent 
sample.
TABLE 24
DEGREE OF CHILDHOOD LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, 
NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
AND
LOW Moderate High N
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 22 39 31 62
Suicide 36 44 55 98
Non-Violent 42 17 14 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 149 36 51 236
C = .280
j £ =  20.069
p .0001
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Table 24 shows a significant, positive association 
between loss in early life and suicidal behavior. Of those 
individuals experiencing high loss, 55 per cent were suicide 
victims compared to 31 per cent homicidal offenders and 14 
per cent non-violent individuals. The same trend holds true 
for moderate loss. Forty-four per cent of those with moderate 
loss were suicide victims, 39 per cent homicidal offenders and 
only 17 per cent non-violent. Conversely, 42 per cent of those 
with low childhood loss were non-violent, 36 per cent suicidal 
and 22 per cent homicide cases. These data tend to support the 
hypotheses on childhood loss and its corollary.
HYPOTHESIS VIII: The suicide sample will have a higher inci­
dence of student loss than the non-violent 
sample.
COROLLARY VIII: The homicide sample will have a higher inci­
dence of student loss than the non-violent 
sample.
TABLE 25
DEGREE OF STUDENT LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND 
NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 17 29 39 62
Suicide 42 44 37 98
Non-Violent 41 27 24 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 97 85 54 236
C = .2177
% ? = 11.7424 
P 4. .02
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The data in Table 25 show that the suicide sample 
comprised a higher proportion of those with high student 
loss than the non-violent sample. However, the homicide 
sample tended to have a slightly higher proportion of those 
with high student loss than the suicide sample. The suicide 
sample did, however, make up greater proportions of those 
individuals experiencing moderate loss than either the homi­
cidal or non-violent samples. It should be pointed out that 
student loss was operationalized in terms of number of years 
of school completed. A loss of student role after high school 
was known as low student loss, while a loss during the first 
few years of grade school was known as high loss. The reason 
for this is that one's "life chances" in terms of economic, 
occupational and social success are significantly reduced 
the less the number of years of school completed.
HYPOTHESIS IX: The suicide sample will have a higher incidence
of occupational loss than the non-violent 
sample.
COROLLARY IX: The homicide sample will have a higher incidence
of occupational loss than the non-violent 
sample.
Table 26 shows that an overwhelming proportion of 
those individuals experiencing high occupational loss were 
suicide victims, 95 per cent compared to 5 per cent homicide 
offenders and zero non-violent individuals.
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TABLE 26
DEGREE OF OCCUPATIONAL LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE,
AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Never
Low Moderate High N Employed
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)_____________
Homicide 27 27 5 53 9
Suicide 30 57 95 89 ■ 9
Non-Violent 43 16 0 70 6
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 152 37 23 212 24
C = .4051
J ~ 2 = 41.6419
P <C .0001
Moreover, the suicide sample comprised 56 per cent of 
those with moderate occupational loss compared to 27 per cent 
for the homicides and 16 per cent for the non-violent. The 
non-violent sample did predominate in the category of low 
occupational loss. The hypothesis as stated and its corollary 
are supported by the data in Table 26.
HYPOTHESIS X: The suicide sample will have a higher incidence
of marital loss than the non-violent sample. 
COROLLARY X: The homicide sample will have a higher incidence
of marital loss than the non-violent sample.
The data in Table 27 support the hypothesis on marital 
loss and its corollary. Both the suicide and homicide samples 
represent a higher proportion of those experiencing both high 
and moderate marital loss than the non-violent sample.
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DEGREE OP MARITAL LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE,
AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N Single
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 22 26 7 35 27
Suicide 36 56 80 76 22
Non-Violent 42 18 13 51 22
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 92 55 15 162 74
C = .3081
= 17.0042
P <  .001
Conversely, the non-violent individuals tended to experience 
more low marital loss than either of the violent samples. A 
partial explanation of this may be the higher proportion of 
widowed individuals among the suicide sample. Nonetheless, 
in their life times the suicide victims suffered greater loss 
of spouse through death, separation, or divorce than either 
the homicide offenders or the non-violent individuals.
HYPOTHESIS XI: The suicide sample will have a higher incidence
of parental loss than the non-violent sample.
COROLLARY XI: The homicide sample will have a higher incidence
of parental loss than the non-violent sample. 
Table 28 shows that those individuals experiencing 
high and moderate parental loss tend to be suicide victims.
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TABLE 28
DEGREE OF PARENTAL LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE
AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Non-
Low Moderate High N Parents
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 12 17 33 19 43
Suicide 47 67 60 53 45
Non-Violent 41 16 7 30 46
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 66 6 30 102 134
C = .3529
7^* = 14.509 
p <4 .01
The non-violent group comprised the lowest proportion of 
those with high parental loss (7 per cent), compared to 60 
per cent suicidal individuals and 33 per cent homicide of­
fenders. The non-violent and homicide samples shared about 
equal proportion (16 and 17 per cent, respectively) of those 
with moderate parental loss, while 67 per cent of these were 
in the suicide sample. There is then a direct positive re­
lationship between loss of parental roles and suicidal behavior.
HYPOTHESIS XII: The suicide sample will have a higher inci­
dence of overall loss than the non-violent 
sample.
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COROLLARY XII: The homicide sample will have a higher inci­
dence of overall loss than the non-violent 
sample.
TABLE 29
DEGREE OF OVERALL LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE 
NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
AND
Low Moderate High N
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 17 29 28 62
Suicide 21 37 66 98
Non-Violent 62 34 6 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 52 119 65 236
C = .4002
7? = 45.0374 
P <  .0001
Table 29 presents the findings for the overall amount 
of loss experienced by each sample. This overall loss score 
is a sum of the total amount of loss suffered by each indi­
vidual in the samples. It is not a measure of the average 
amount of loss experienced by each individual in the roles he 
enacted. It is contended that a measure of the total loss 
experienced in an individual's lifetime is consistent with the 
theoretical ideas which underlie this analysis.
The data in Table 29 show that the suicide and homicide 
samples comprised considerably more of those experiencing high
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overall loss in their lives than the non-violent sample.
Also the suicide sample tended to experience higher moderate 
overall loss, although the differences between them and the 
non-violent group is not as striking. The non-violent 
sample, on the other hand, tended to experience considerably 
lower degrees of overall loss than either the suicide or 
homicide samples. It seems evident, therefore, that the data 
tend to support the notion that suicide victims tend to ex­
perience in their lifetimes significantly more instances 
of role loss than non-suicidal individuals. These findings 
are consistent with previous research linking various forms 
of loss: childhood, occupational, et cetera, with suicidal
behavior (Dorpat 1965:213-216; Breed 1963:179-188).
Interim Conclusions
High degrees of role loss tend to be associated with 
self destructive behavior. For each role, except the student 
role, the suicide victims comprised a larger proportion of 
those experiencing high degrees of loss. Since student loss 
was operationally defined in terms of the number of years of 
school completed and since the suicide victims tended to be 
better educated than the homicidal offenders the degree of 
student loss was higher among the latter group. The overall 
measure of role loss indicates that the suicide victims in 
their lifetime experienced significantly more loss than either 
the homicide or non-violent samples. These findings then sup­
port the contention that loss and suicidal behavior are posi­
tively related.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
125
TABLE 30
ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND LEVELS OF 
FOR AGE
SIGNIFICANCE WITH CONTROLS
Original Association Low Age High Age
C P C P C P
Child .2799 «.0001) .2956 (<• 05) .2870 (< .02)
Student .2177 «.01) .2590 (N.S.) .2882 «  .02)
Occupational .4051 «.0001) .5905 (<•0001) .3074 fc.01)
Marital .3081 «.001) .3611 (N.S.) .3539 (<.01)
Parental .3529 «.01) .5172 (N.S.) .3109 (N.S.)
Overall .4002 (<.0001) .4034 (<-.001) .4235 «.0001)
TABLE 31
ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE WITH CONTROLS 
FOR EDUCATION
Original Association Low Education High Education
C P C P C P
Child .2799 (<.0001) .2705 (<. 05) .4229 «.001)
Student .2177 «.01) Zero cells; no computation
Occupational .4051 K.0001) .3682 (<.001) .4582 U . 0 0 1 )
Marital .3081 «.001) .3779 «.01) .2403 (N.S.)
Parental .3529 (<. 01) .3556 (N.S.) .3778 (N.S.)
Overall .4002 e.oooi) .3637 K.001) .4860 A o o o H
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TABLE 32









C P C P C P
Child .2799 (<.0001) .3139 (<• 0 2) .3278 K.05)
Student .2177 K.01) .1896 (N.S.) .2045 (N.S.)
Occupational .4051 (C.0001) .4616 (<.0001) .3575 «.01)
Marital .3081 (C.01) .2622 (N.S.) .3248 «.05)
Parental .2727 (N.S.) .2727 « 0 1 ) .4476 «.01)
Overall .4002 (<.0001) .4491 «.0001) .4759 K.000
TABLE 33





Original Associations Married Other
C P C P C P
Child .2799 «.0001) .2095 (N.S.) .3768 K.01)
Student .2177 K.01) .2300 (N.S.) .2266 (N.S.)
Occupational .4051 (<.0001) .4377 K.0001) .4097 K.001)
Marital .3081 K.001) .3080 (N.S.) .2716 (N.S.)
Parental .3529 K.01) .2656 (N.S.) .3183 (N.S.)
Overall .4002 «.0001) .3811 «001) .4501 «.001)
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Age
In all cases the association between loss and type 
of behavior is higher among the younger members of the three 
samples. The suicide sample had a higher proportion of high 
loss than the homicide sample in their childhood and occu­
pational roles and for the overall measure of loss. How­
ever, this was not the case for the student, marital and 
parental roles. The younger homicide offenders comprised 
a greater proportion of those with high loss in each of these 
roles than did the suicide victims. Caution however should be 
taken when considering these data since the sample sizes of 
the young marrieds and young parents is small.
Fourteen homicides under the age of 29 were married 
and five of these were parents, while only eleven suicides in 
this age category were married and five were parents. The 
overall measure of loss seems to indicate that the younger 
suicide victims experienced considerably more severe loss of 
roles than did their homicidal counterparts.
The data on the older homicide offenders and suicide 
victims show that the original associations between loss and 
type of behavior is higher for the childhood, student, and 
marital roles and the overall measure of role loss. The as­
sociation is maintained although to a lesser degree for the 
occupational and parental roles (note the association is not 
significant for the parental role). In all instances the 
older suicide victims tended to experience more severe role 
loss than the older homicide offenders. The data indicate
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then that among the older sample members there is a con­
sistent positive relationship between a high degree of loss 
in each role and total lifetime loss and suicidal behavior. 
Education
Among those with less than a high school education, 
the suicide victims comprise a higher proportion of those 
experiencing a high degree of loss than the homicide offenders 
for the occupational and marital roles and the overall measure 
of loss. The less educated homicide offenders made up an 
equal proportion of those with severe loss in childhood and 
marital roles. In no instance did the homicidal offender 
contribute more to the high loss category than did the suicide 
victim.
Considering those with a high school education or 
above, the suicide victims made up a higher proportion of 
those with severe loss for all roles and for the overall 
measure. The association between loss and behavior was 
higher than the original association among the better educated 
for all roles except the parental role and for the overall 
measure of loss. Again, it appears that loss is more con­
sistently evident among the better educated than among the 
less educated.
Occupation
The data for those unskilled laborers reveal that the 
suicide victims comprise a higher proportion of those experienc­
ing high loss in all roles, except the student role, and for 
the overall measure. The homicide sample had a somewhat higher
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proportion of those with high student loss, 43 per cent 
compared to 36 per cent for the suicide victims. The as­
sociations between loss and behavior are not significant 
for the marital and parental roles mainly because of re­
duced sample sizes.
The associations are lower for the student, marital 
and parental roles; however, in no case is this reduction 
drastic. The data do seem to support the notion that loss is 
an important factor in the generation of self-destructive 
behavior. Among those characterized by high occupational 
status, associations between loss and behavior are higher for 
all roles, except the occupational roles and are higher for 
the overall measure. This association for the occupational 
role is not, however, radically lower. The suicide victim did 
experience more severe role loss in all roles and the overall 
measure than did the homicide offenders. Consistent support 
of the stated hypothesis on loss and self-destructive behavior 
is evident among the higher occupational groups.
Marital Status:
Among the non-married, that is the single, divorced, 
separated and widowed, the suicide sample comprised a higher 
proportion of those with high loss than the homicide sample 
for all roles, except the student role and for the overall 
measure of loss. The non-married homicide offenders comprised 
a somewhat higher proportion of those with high student loss 
(42 per cent) than the suicide victims (37 per cent).
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As would be expected the association between loss 
and behavior is diminished among the non-married, especially 
among the divorced, separated and widowed. In three in­
stances, childhood, parental and the overall measure, this 
association is somewhat lower among the non-married than for 
the total samples. However, as before, the association in no 
cases disappeared, thus rendering some support for the stated 
hypotheses on loss.
Among the married, the suicide victims consistently 
comprised higher proportions of those with severe loss than 
the homocide offenders. For all roles and the overall 
measure, the suicide victims tended to suffer higher loss 
than the homicidal offenders. The associations between loss 
and behavior were higher among the married for the childhood, 
student and occupational roles and for the overall measure of 
loss. For the marital and parental roles this association is 
somewhat lower although not markedly. The data for the married 
support the hypothesis that there is a positive relationship 
between role losses and self-destructive behavior.
Summary
The data for the controls on age, education, occupa­
tional status and marital status show that the original as­
sociations between role loss and type of behavior are maintained. 
There is a positive relationship between high degrees of role 
loss and self-destructive behavior under all conditions. In 
some cases, these associations are not statistically
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significant owing to small sample sizes. Nonetheless, the 
original hypotheses linking loss and self-destructive be­
havior are given support.
Loss has been shown to generate suicidal behavior. 
The following accounts of the lives of two suicide victims 
point out the severity of loss experienced by these indi­
viduals. These series of role and other losses tended to 
produce a sense of despair for these individuals which in 
their view was relieved only by self-destruction.
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THE CASE OF HENRY BAKER:
Henry Baker was born in Maine, the second son in a 
family of seven children. In spite of the fact that he 
came from a poor family, his early years were happy ones.
He attended high school, graduated and when the second 
World War came, went off to Europe to serve his country.
Here he served with distinction and was promoted to the rank 
of Captain, attached to the headquarters of General Eisen­
hower. While in England he also met and married Sara 
Miller. It was also during his sojourn in England that he 
suffered the first attack of arthritis. While on a visit to 
France the condition forced him to return to England where 
the diagnosis revealed the condition to be sufficiently 
serious to warrant his transfer on April 1, 1945 to a hos­
pital in Texas. He remained there until December, 19 45 and 
was discharged on medical retirement. He was advised that 
little could be done for his condition and aspirin was sug­
gested as a palliative.
Henry and his wife moved to Vermont where he worked 
two years as a salesman. It was while traveling on this job 
that both he and his wife fell in love with the Lakes Region 
in New Hampshire. When a vacancy rose in New Hampshire, 
Henry got the job and bought a house. Unfortunately, the 
pressures of the job proved too much for him., and in 1950 
he resigned and took up carpentry. He was delighted with 
his new occupation, for here he could create and see the 
results of his labor. For two years he worked at his own
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business, but once again the responsibilities and head­
aches of ownership proved to his dislike and he dissolved 
the business and worked for contractors instead.
For the last eight years he had been employed by 
Rose construction Company. They valued Henry as a worker 
for he was reliable, punctual and conscientious. For the 
last three years, however, Henry began suffering severe 
headaches, brought on, his wife thought, by the progressive 
spreading of his arthritic condition. Gradually the head­
aches became so severe that he began missing days from work. 
As the headaches got worse his general health also seemed 
to deteriorate, he suffered a nervous stomach, prostrate 
trouble and was very susceptible to colds.
In the Spring of 1970 Henry caught a cold which got 
progressively worse. At the insistence of his wife he went 
to the Veterans Hospital in Vermont. Here in addition to 
being treated for his cold he was referred to a psychiatrist, 
due to his general state of depression. He was advised to 
give up his job as carpenter, ostensibly because of his 
arthritic condition. There was, however, the additional 
underlying fact of his mental anguish and depression, brought 
on by his inability to function adequately as a carpenter.
When his wife and children picked him up around 
Easter he seemed to be in reasonably good spirits and chatted 
easily with everyone. Later in his conversation with his 
wife he said he had seen the psychiatrist and mentioned in
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passing that he had not told him everything. His wife 
pressed him to explain what he meant, and he revealed that 
once when his headache had kept him home he had thought 
about ending it all with an overdose of sleeping pills.
This revelation perturbed his wife though outwardly she 
tried not to make too much of it and dismissed the matter 
by gently chiding him against such morbid and unnecessary 
thoughts.
Acting upon the advice given at the hospital, Henry 
quit his job, but once at home he became increasingly rest­
less as he tried to come to grips with the problem of sup­
porting his family. In desperation he ventured out once
more to seek employment, but could find nothing to his liking. 
In the meantime he seemed to have grown more impatient with 
those around him and increasingly forgot things he had said. 
Once when his daughter reminded him of something he had said 
to her, he not only denied it but became sufficiently furious 
to give her a spanking.
Apparently the suicide was in the planning stage and 
there was a life and death struggle going on within him. For 
two days prior to his suicide the patient sat at home writing 
a lengthy suicide note; giving the reasons for his actions, 
and detailing what should be done after his death, with his 
body, his tools, the house, et cetera.
On Thursday, April 30th, Henry received his Army
disability pension, paid some bills, deposited the remainder 
in the bank, got the dog license and rabies tag and completed
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his suicide note. When he picked up his wife at work at 
4:30 p.m. everything seemed quite normal, and when he said 
to her later that evening as he drove her back to work, "the 
dog has had his rabies, and it should last three years, it 
is in the strong box," she thought the phrasing unusual 
but had no reason to suspect that anything was unduly amiss.
Her last words to him as he departed were "you'll see me at 
9:00, you don't have to come for me, I'll get a ride home."
At home he handed his daughter what seemed to be a 
bulky letter and said "tell mommy that's my will." To his 
daughter's query where he was going, he said he was going to 
the doctor's and then to Concord. He then proceeded to an old 
railroad track crossing and about 7:00 p.m. shot himself in the 
head with a .22 calibre hand gun. Upon arrival home Mrs.
Baker was handed the supposed "will” of her husband. She read 
it and immediately called the police who proceeded to the lo­
cation mentioned in the suicide note. At 9:30 they discovered 
the body of Mr. Baker in his car. At 10:15 the doctor arrived 
and confirmed that death had occurred around 7:00 p.m. from 
self-inflicted gunshot wounds.
For the last three years prior to his suicide, as 
mentioned previously, Henry Baker suffered from severe head­
aches that in his words "almost took his head off." This com­
pounded the problem of his arthritic condition, and as the 
headaches became more severe, led to his missing days from 
work. This bothered him considerably, as he saw himself 
increasingly unable to live up to his espoused doctrine of
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individual self help and independence. To face a life of 
being unable to provide for his family, to become dependent 
on others both physically and financially seemed too grim 
a prospect to encounter. The idea of suicide which had sug­
gested itself once when his headache had prostrated him, 
gradually became more persistent, as he was forced to give 
up his job and in his last remaining weeks it was shaped into 
a lethal plan of action.
While his premature retirement and its implications 
of physical and financial dependency were immediately con­
tributory, his physical ailments were long term causative 
factors. It should be mentioned too that his wife was not 
appraised of his general state of depression upon his release 
from the hospital and therefore, saw no need for greater 
vigilance or comforting action than usual. As a matter of 
fact she was quite distressed at not having been told and 
since Henry masked his feelings and intentions so successfully, 
she had no way of anticipating his suicidal action.
Reared in a poor family, Henry had imbibed the virtues 
of frugality, determination, and the ideals of rugged indi­
vidualism. In his person he epitomized what could be ac­
complished by diligence and hard work. He had risen from the 
ranks to become Captain, and in spite of his arthritic con­
dition, had been manager of a store and owner of his own 
business. He felt sufficiently strong about self reliance 
and independence to resign from the school board when it was 
proposed that Federal aid be sought. As a member of the
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American Legion he supported the right to bear arms, decried 
welfare and bristled at the mention of campus unrest. He has 
been described as a person who kept things to himself, a good 
father and husband, and a perfectionist.
When he found himself by reason of his affliction no 
longer able to live up to his philosophy of life, a deepen­
ing depression gradually began to consume him. He could not 
bear the thought of being unable to provide for his family 
and worse yet the prospect of becoming a "burden" was 
anathema to his cherished ideals. Out of this worsening 
dilemma he chose the course of suicide.
THE CASE OF DAVID BRACK;
David Brack was born before the turn of the century,
72 years ago, in a New England town. He was the "middle born" 
of 4 brothers, and in addition there were two younger sisters. 
The family was of French-Canadian descent. One brother and 
one sister died in the 1918 influenza epidemic; another 
brother and sister died in infancy. One brother committed 
suicide by hanging 6 years ago; the remaining brother lives 
some distance away. Mr. Brack's parents both died of ap­
parently natural causes.
As a child Mr. Brack lived on a small farm in a rural 
area. He had the usual childhood diseases. Later, he suf­
fered from a "right inguinal hernia - reducible," since 1930. 
Remission and exacerbation of digestive burning when "nerved 
up" had been present for most of his life. He had always had 
frequency of urination and emotionally was somewhat labile,
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since he cried fairly easily when upset. Nothing else is 
known of his family and early life. He attended a Catholic 
school through the eighth grade. Then he left school and 
began work as a truck driver. He married at the age of 20; 
although they had five children/ four boys and a girl, only 
one son is presently living. The first child, a son, died 
when only a few months old. Another son died at the age of 
7 of "Thomsens Muscle Disease." The only girl died of polio 
at age 14, and the third son was killed in Europe in World 
War II. It was at the time of Joseph1s death in Europe that 
the Brack's moved. They had lived on a farm and preferred 
to stay there, but Joseph was the only child who really liked 
living there so with his death they sold out and moved "to 
town" ostensibly to be nearer to doctors, as the youngest son 
was then very sick with multiple sclerosis, but it is surmised 
that selling the farm eased their memories of Joseph and his 
love of the place.
They purchased a home and Mr. Brack ran a small grocery 
store for a few years. He gave this up due to the hardship of 
obtaining supplies during war-time rationing and went to work 
in the local woolen mill where he stayed until his retirement 
at age 66. He "ran a big machine" and was in charge of the 
department. During the years he lived in town his youngest son 
died and also his only daughter. Upon retirement six years ago 
he brought a 4-room house near a lake. They were quite happy 
there, as he had some land where he could garden, which he loved.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
1 3 9
One year ago his wife became quite ill so he sold the house 
and moved into an apartment in town again, which they both 
disliked. Shortly before their move - and their 50th 
wedding anniversary - his wife had a biopsy of one leg. It 
was shown to be malignant and she was hospitalized immediately. 
(She never knew that she had cancer). She was hospitalized 
for 2 or 3 weeks at this time and returned home with a steel 
brace and a special shoe. Her spirits were good and she got 
around with these aids. In January of 1967 she returned to 
the hospital. This is when he sold the house and moved to 
an apartment; it was meant to make less work for her. She 
remained hospitalized for 3 months. In February of this same 
year Mr. Brack entered the hospital for a transurethral pros­
tatectomy. Prior to this he had been spending all of every 
day at the hospital with his wife. Upon his admission he was 
transferred to share his wife’s room at his request until his 
discharge nine days later. Since they both disliked living in 
an apartment, he bought a trailer where he lived alone until 
she came home from the hospital. For a short time they lived 
with their son while Mrs. Brack was "receiving treatment to 
prolong her life, not cure her disease." However, in June 
she returned to the hospital to stay until her death less than 
a month later. During this time Mr. Brack lived alone in the 
trailer and spent all his waking hours at the hospital. He 
was sleeping poorly and not eating well. From the time of 
her death he deteriorated. He never went to church again, 
which was significant for a man whose faith had carried him 
through a life of personal hardship and tragedy.
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Mr. Brack was a person whose family sickness kept him 
and his wife closely bonded together. When the children were 
growing up, Mrs. Brack, but not her husband, was very strict 
with them. It would seem that Mr. Brack was a passive de­
pendent personality who became angry very infrequently. He 
soon got over his anger and returned immediately to his 
"cocoon" - his wife. He was pictured as a man who was always 
ostensibly happy, joking, agreeable, enjoyed playing cards, 
gardening, and his cars. He drank very little and smoked 
about 2 packages of cigarettes a week. At his son's wedding 
he drank heavily, and again when his wife died. These seemed 
to be two significant periods of loss to him and apparently 
he relied on the age-old soporific - liquor - to carry him 
through. He stopped smoking when his wife died. During 
their marriage they were together always even when grocery 
shopping. He helped with the housework and cooked as much 
as she did. They enjoyed riding in the car and had dinner out 
together once a week. Fairs and auctions interested them, too. 
It is reported that Mrs. Brack was very strong-willed. She 
sewed and visited friends during the day while he worked, but 
he had no male friends he could even walk uptown with. Mr. 
Brack was so dependent on his wife that it is obvious he 
wished to join her in death. The‘past year he aged tremen­
dously, lost all interest in everything, tried desperately to 
obtained a "certificate of illness" from the doctors even 
though his health was still reasonably intact. With his wife's 
passing, Mr. Brack's will to live began to decline sharply.
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He continually hounded a clinic with complaints of sleep­
lessness, heart trouble, chest pains, and depression. When 
he didn't get the answer he wanted there, he would return to 
a local general practitioner who assuaged his symptoms and 
treated him with a number of different medications. Six days 
before his death he was seen in an emergency room for depres­
sion. His doctor had changed the medication, nortriptyline, 
prescribed by a clinic and it is surmised that this made him 
more depressed. His medication was changed back to nortrip­
tyline and increased. However, the damage was done. Two days 
later he shot himself.
The day of his death Mr. Brack was due to move into 
a small apartment which had been especially built for him in 
his son's new home. He also had a doctor's appointment 
scheduled for the early afternoon.
That morning about 9:00 a.m. he visited his daughter- 
in-law in the downtown office where she was employed. He often 
stopped into talk with her, but that morning he looked "tired 
and terrible." He said "he hadn't slept and couldn't go on 
like this," but h e ’d been saying such things all along - such 
as "I guess I'll drive my car in the lake" - or "I'd like to 
jump off the bridge into the river." His family "kidded" him 
out of these thoughts ( so they thought) but they had tried to 
get him to stop driving his car, since they worried about him.
He had aged so in the past year that his reflexes were slowed 
down considerably. His daughter-in-law tried to call Mr.
Brack's family physician while Mr. Brack was still in the office.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
1 4 2
She was unable to reach him; since Mr. Brack had a doctor's 
appointment that afternoon, she didn't try again. Instead, 
she suggested that he do some gardening around their house, 
which he usually enjoyed. She also said that she or her hus­
band would be home to go with him to the doctor. Mr. Brack 
left her office about 5 minutes before 10:00 a.m., and at 
10:00 a.m. he bought a gun at a nearby gun shop. He went to 
his trailer and then to his son's house about 11:30. At 
12:45, when the son came home, Mr. Brack's car was there, but 
he wasn't. The son contacted his wife, who told him to look 
around the yard. He called her back a few minutes later to 
say that he had found a suicide note on the front seat of the 
car written on a brown paper bag in which the gun was purchased. 
It said, "Forgive me folks, can't go on like this any longer - 
God Bless you all." With the note were his eye glasses, pen, 
watch and his pills. The son then called his wife, who in turn 
called the police. In the meantime, the son, whose home is at 
the top of a hill at the end of a suburban settlement, walked 
to the edge of the woods about 100 feet from his neighbor's 
yard and found his father lying down in the tall grass. The 
police arrived shortly after and transferred Mr. Brack to the 
hospital where he remained on the critical list until his death 
four days later of a self-inflicted gunshot wound - a charac­
teristic bullet wound from a .22 revolver with entrance in 
the right temporal region with no exit.
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As closely as can be determined, there was only one 
incident which caused Mr. Brack to choose that particular 
time. Even though he had previously threatened to commit 
suicide, his family felt that he would never really take 
action. He was so upset when his younger brother suicided 
that he maintained that he would never do such a thing to his 
family, after he saw the effect on his sister-in-law. However, 
he was already depressed, perhaps because of a medication 
change. That, coupled with the thought of moving into his 
son's home, probably precipitated the shooting. It is re­
ported that he felt like an intruder in anyone else's home. 
Even though he would have an apartment of his own in his son's 
house, it meant leaving the sanctity of his wife's protective 
aura that was present and comforting in their trailer. With 
Mr. Brack's overwhelming dependency needs unmet, how could he 
function?
Severe loss, especially losses of major social roles, 
is a precursor to suicidal behavior. The cases of Henry 
Baker and David Brack point out the effects of repeated 
losses on an individual's willingness to live. Most of Henry 
Baker's life was characterized by facilitation in role per­
formance. His childhood was happy, he graduated from high 
school, and was promoted to Captain in the Army. After leav­
ing the army he did well in business. Due to health reasons 
he began to lose jobs. His occupational status declined along 
with his health. Coupled with his persistent loss of jobs and 
health, Henry Baker lost his sense of independence and self
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worth. Unable to support his family, he no longer felt 
worthy to live. Consistent loss led to his suicide.
The case of David Brack illustrates loss in the 
extreme. Members of his immediate family were lost to him 
early in life through death and more recently, the suicide 
of his brother. Four of his five children died early in 
life. His wife suffered greatly in her life and recently 
died. Depressed, and facing the loss of his independence, 
David Brack shot himself.




According to the theoretical formulation employed 
in this study, unreciprocity in role relationships is a 
primary determinant of outwardly directed aggression. The 
homicide sample should, therefore, exhibit a high incidence 
of high unreciprocity in the performance of their various 
roles. The findings in this chapter are presented using a 
format consistent with the previous two chapters on findings.
HYPOTHESIS XIII: The homicide sample will have a higher
incidence of high childhood unreciprocity 
than either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY XIIIA: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of moderate and low childhood 
unreciprocity than either the homicide or 
suicide samples.
The data in Table 34 support the hypothesis that the 
homicide offenders will experience greater unreciprocity as 
a child than will either the suicide victim or the non­
violent individual. Seventy-one per cent of those charac­
terized by a high degree of childhood unreciprocity were 
homicide offenders, while 25 per cent were suicide victims 
and only 4 per cent were among the non-violent.
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DEGREE OF CHILDHOOD UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, 








Homicide 7 31 71 62
Suicide 45 47 25 98
Non-Violent 48 22 4 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 135 46 55 236
C = .5281
90.5344 
P ^  .0001
Contrary to the stated corollary of the hypothesis, 
the suicide sample rather than the non-violent sample tended 
to experience a moderate degree of unreciprocity. Forty- 
seven per cent of those with moderate unreciprocity were 
suicides while 31 per cent of these were homicide cases and 
22 per cent non-violent individuals. Some support was given, 
however, to that part of the corollary indicating a higher 
incidence of low unreciprocity among the non-violent sample 
than -among the suicides or homicide offenders. Forty-eight 
per cent of those with low unreciprocity were non-violent in­
dividuals, 45 per cent were suicide victims and only 17 per 
cent were homicide offenders. In sum, however, there is a 
statistically significant relationship between unreciprocity 
in early life and murderous behavior.
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HYPOTHESIS XIV: The homicide sample will have a higher
incidence of high student unreciprocity 
than either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY XIV: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of moderate and low student 
unreciprocity than either the suicide or 
homicide samples.
TABLE 35
DEGREE OF STUDENT UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, 









Homicide 9 22 76 62
Suicide 51 42 17 98
Non-Violent 40 36 7 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 146 36 54 236
C = .5299
92.1871 
P C  .0001
The data in Table 35 show that the homicide victim 
experienced considerably more unreciprocity as a student than 
either the suicide or non-violent samples. Seventy-six per­
cent of those characterized by high student unreciprocity were 
homicide offenders, 17 per cent of these were suicide victims 
and only 7 per cent were non-violent individuals. Considering 
moderate student unreciprocity, the suicide sample manifested
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a slightly higher incidence than did the non-violent sample 
and considerably higher than the homicide sample. Likewise, 
the suicide sample made up a somewhat higher proportion of 
those experiencing low student unreciprocity than did the 
non-violent sample and markedly more than the homicide sample. 
The data on low and moderate student unreciprocity do not tend 
to fall in the direction predicted by the corollary to the 
hypothesis. Nonetheless, considerable support is given the 
stated hypothesis that homicide victims tend to experience 
a high degree of unreciprocity as a student.
HYPOTHESIS XV: The homicide sample will have a higher in­
cidence of high occupational unreciprocity 
than either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY XV: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of moderate and low occupational 
unreciprocity than either the homicide or 
suicide samples.
Table 36 shows a significant positive relationship 
between high occupational unreciprocity and outwardly directed 
violence. The homicide sample comprised 82 per cent of those 
characterized by high occupational unreciprocity, while the 
suicide sample made up 16 per cent and the non-violent sample 
only 2 per cent.
The data on moderate and low unreciprocity, however, 
do not support the corollary of the hypothesis. Again, the
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TABLE 36
DEGREE OF OCCUPATIONAL UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE,
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N Non-
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent) Employed3
Homicide 7 24 82 53 9
Suicide 49 47 16 89 9
Non-Violent 44 29 2 70 6
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 134 34 44 212 24
aNot included in analysis 
C = .5688
=101.428 
P <  .0001
suicide sample comprised a higher proportion of those with 
both moderate and low unreciprocity than did either the 
homicide cr non-violent samples. Forty-seven per cent of 
those with moderate unreciprocity were suicide victims, 29 per 
cent were non-violent individuals, and 23 per cent were homi­
cide offenders. The difference between the non-violent and 
the suicide sample was much less considering low occupational 
unreciprocity, yet both these samples were considerably higher 
in this regard than the homicide sample. In brief, high occu­
pational unreciprocity is positively associated with outwardly 
directed violence.
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HYPOTHESIS XVI: The homicide sample will have a higher in­
cidence of high marital unreciprocity than 
will either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY XVI: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of moderate and low marital unre­
ciprocity than will either the homicide or 
suicide samples.
TABLE 37
DEGREE OF MARITAL UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
SUICIDE,
Low Moderate High 
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
N Non- 
Mar ried
Homicide 4 15 46 35 27
Suicide 55 58 33 76 22
Non-Violent 41 27 21 51 25
Total Per Cent 100 100 100




The data in Table 37 show that the homicide sample 
tended to experience more high marital unreciprocity than 
either the suicide or non-violent samples. Forty-six per 
cent of those characterized by high marital unreciprocity 
were homicide offenders, while 33 per cent were suicide victims 
and 21 per cent were non-violent individuals. There is then a
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direct positive relationship between high marital unreci­
procity and outwardly aggressive behavior.
The data on moderate and low marital unreciprocity 
indicate that the suicide sample manifested a higher propor­
tion of each than the non-violent or homicide samples. The 
suicide sample comprised 58 per cent of those individuals ex­
periencing moderate marital unreciprocity compared to 27 per 
cent who were non-violent and 15 per cent who were homicide 
offenders. A similar trend is evident among those with low 
marital unreciprocity. Fifty-five per cent of those with low 
marital unreciprocity were suicide victims while 41 per cent 
were non-violent individuals, and only a very slight 4 per 
cent were homicide offenders.
In short, the homicide offenders were characterized 
by high marital unreciprocity while the suicide victims mani­
fested high degrees of moderate and low marital unreciprocity.
HYPOTHESIS XVII: The homicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high parental unreci­
procity than will either the suicide or non­
violent samples.
COROLLARY XVII: The non-violent sample will have a signi­
ficantly higher incidence of moderate and 
low parental unreciprocity than will either 
the suicide or homicide samples.
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TABLE 38
DEGREE OF PARENTAL UNRECIPROCITY FOR 




LOW Moderate High N Non-
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent) Parents
Homicide 8 10 52 19 43
Suicide 58 50 36 53 45
Non-Violent 34 40 12 30 46
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 67 10 25 102 134
C = .4441
T-2 =25.0757 
P <  .0001
Table 38 shows that the homicide'sample comprised 52 
per cent of those individuals experiencing high parental unreci­
procity compared to 36 per cent suicide victims and only 12 per 
cent non-violent individuals. Conversely, 58 per cent of those 
with low parental unreciprocity were suicide victims, 34 per 
cent non-violent individuals and 8 per cent homicide offenders. 
There is, then, a positive relationship evident between high 
parental unreciprocity and outwardly aggressive behavior.
The findings on moderate parental unreciprocity are 
not as clear. Contrary to the corollary of the stated hypoth­
esis the suicide sample evidenced a slightly higher proportion 
of those individuals with moderate parental unreciprocity, 50 
per cent for the suicide group as compared to 40 per cent for 
the non-violent sample. However, the homicide offenders made
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up only 10 per cent of the middle range unreciprocity cate­
gory. The data tend to support the notion that the homicide 
offenders tend to experience extremely high degrees of parental 
unreciprocity, while the suicide and non-violent samples tend 
to experience moderate or low forms of such unreciprocity.
HYPOTHESIS XVIII: The homicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of high overall unrecipro­
city than will either the suicide or non­
violent samples.
COROLLARY XVIIIA: The suicide sample will have a significantly
higher incidence of low overall unrecipro­
city than will either the homicide or 
non-violent samples.
COROLLARY XVIIIA: The non-violent sample will have a sig­
nificantly higher incidence of moderate 
overall unreciprocity than will either the 
suicide or homicide samples.
Table 39 shows that a positive relationships exists 
between the high incidence of unreciprocity and homicidal 
behavior. Of those individuals experiencing high average 
degrees of unreciprocity in their various roles throughout 
their lifetime, 87 per cent were homicidal offenders, 13 per 
cent were suicide victims and none were non-violent. Looked 
at in another way, only 2 per cent of those individuals ex­
periencing low overall unreciprocity were homicide offenders,
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TABLE 3 9
DEGREE OF OVERALL 
SUICIDE, AND NON-
UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, 








Homicide 2 31 87 62
Suicide 49 47 13 98
Non-Violent 49 22 0 76
Total
Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 127 62 47 236
C = .6046
136.0 
P <  .0001
while an equal proportion, 49 per cent, were suicide victims or 
non-violent individuals. The suicide victims did tend to 
predominate among those with moderate overall unreciprocity,
47 per cent of the moderate unreciprocity group were suicide 
victims, 31 per cent homicide offenders and 22 per cent non­
violent individuals.
The data do support the hypothesis that the homicide 
offender is more likely to experience greater role unreciprocity 
than either the suicide victim or non-violent individual. The 
latter two groups are more likely to be confronted with low 
degrees of such unreciprocity.
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Interim Conclusions
In sum the findings on unreciprocity in role re­
lationships and type of behavior (violent or non-violent) 
support the contention that high degrees of unreciprocity 
are positively associated with outwardly directed aggres­
sion. Conversely, low degrees of such unreciprocity tend 
to be associated with self-destructive behavior. The findings 
on moderate degrees of unreciprocity are less clearly indica­
tive of non-violent behavior. It should be remembered that 
the non-violent sample (hospitalized psychoneurctics) are 
likely to experience wide shifts of both reciprocity and un­
reciprocity. Nonetheless, the data do support the hypothesis 
indicating a positive relationship between unreciprocity in 
role relationships and homicidal behavior and an inversive 
relationship between reciprocity and suicidal behavior.
Association between unreciprocity and type of violence 
or non-violence for five roles and the overall measure of un­
reciprocity, with controls for age, education, occupation, 
and marital status are shown in Tables 40 - 43.
Age
Among the younger sample members, the homicide offenders 
consistently suffered greater role unreciprocity than did the 
suicide victims. For the childhood, occupational, parental roles 
and the overall measure the association between unreciprocity 
and behavior is higher among the young than for the total 
samples. This association is slightly lower for the student
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C P c P C P
Child .5281 (C.0001) .5799 (<.0001) .4823 (<•0001
Student .5299 «.0001) .4938 (<.0001) .4938 «.0001)
Occupational .5688 K.0001) .5911 «.0001) .5915 (<.0001)
Marital .4291 «.0001) .4207 (N.S.) .5046 «.0001)
Parental .4441 (<£.0001) .5558 (N.S.) .4508 «.001)
Overall .6046 (<.0001) .6089 «.0001) .6555 «.0001)
TABLE 41





C P C P C P
Child .5281 «.0001) .5527 (<•0001) .4405 (<.001)
Student .5299 K.0001) .5813 «.0001) .3301 (< .02)
Occupational .5688 «.0001) .5881 «.0001) .5118 U.0001)
Marital .4291 K.0001) .4530 «.0001) .3447 (N.S.)
Parental .4441 (<.0001) .5430 «.0001) .2613 (N.S.)
Overall .6046 (<.0001) .6242 (<.0001) .5504 «.0001)
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TABLE 42
ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND 
CONTROLS ]
















































ORIGINAL ASSOCIATIONS AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE WITH
CONTROLS FOR MARITAL STATUS
Original
Associations Married Other
C P C P C P
Child .5281 «.0001) .4905 K.001) .5262 «.0001)
Student .5299 «.0001) .4746 K.001) .5520 «.0001)
Occupational .5688 (C.OOOl) .4592 K.001) .6002 (< .0001)
Marital .4291 U.0001) .3791 «.0i) .4382 «.01)
Parental .4441 (4.0001) .4529 «.01) .4489 «.05)
Overall .6046 «.0001) .6319 (<.0001) .5902 (<.0001)
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role and about the same for the marital role. It is evident 
that among the young, there is a consistent positive relation­
ship between role unreciprocity and outwardly directed aggres­
sion.
A similar pattern holds true for the older sample 
members. Again, for all roles and for the overall measure 
of unreciprocity, the older homicide offenders experienced 
significantly greater unreciprocity than their counterparts 
who took their own lives. Among the older sample members, 
the association between unreciprocity and behavior is stronger 
than the original association for the occupational, marital, 
parental roles, and for the overall measure. This association 
is slightly lower for the child and student roles. In all 
cases, however, the positive relationship between role unreci­
procity and murderous behavior is maintained.
Education
Among the less educated sample members, the association 
between role unreciprocity and behavior is consistently higher 
than for the total group. For each role and for the overall 
measure of unreciprocity the homicide sample comprised a 
considerably higher percentage of those experiencing high un­
reciprocity. Stated in another way, the less educated suicide 
victim is less likely to have experienced high degrees of role 
unreciprocity than was the homicidal offender. A positive 
relationship does exist then between role unreciprocity and 
murderous behavior and an inverse relationship between unreci­
procity and suicidal behavior.
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For the more educated sample members, the association 
between unreciprocity in role relationships and murderous 
behavior is not as strong as the original association or the 
association for the less educated. However, for the childhood, 
student, and occupational roles and the overall measure the 
homicide sample did comprise a higher proportion of those with 
high unreciprocity than did the suicide sample. For the marital 
role, the two violent samples shared an equal proportion of 
those with high unreciprocity. The data for the parental role 
must be approached with extreme caution since only two highly 
educated homicide offenders were parents.
Considering the overall measure of role unreciprocity 
for the highly educated, it is evident that there is a sub­
stantial association between unreciprocity and type of violence. 
The homicide sample did tend to experience higher degrees of 
unreciprocity than did the suicide sample.
Occupation
Among those with lower occupational status the associa­
tion between unreciprocity in role relationships and behavior 
is consistently higher than those associations for the total 
sample. There is then a stronger positive relationship between 
unreciprocity and homicidal behavior among the lower educated. 
For each role and for the overall measure, the homicide sample 
comprised a higher proportion of those experiencing high unreci­
procity than did their suicide counterparts.
As with high education, the findings for high occupa­
tional status, unreciprocity and behavior are not as consistent
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as those for low occupational status. For the student and 
occupational roles and for the overall measure, the homicide 
sample predominated among those with high unreciprocity. 
Although this is not the case for the childhood, marital 
and parental roles, there is nevertheless, a statistically 
significant association between unreciprocity and behavior 
for two of these roles, childhood and marital. Because of 
the reduced sample sizes (e.g., four homicide offenders with 
high occupational status were parents), the relationship be­
tween unreciprocity and behavior was not significant for 
the parental role.
Data on the overall measure of role unreciprocity 
among those with high occupational status show a positive re­
lationship between unreciprocity and outwardly directed aggres­
sion.
Marital Status
Among the married the data show a consistent sig­
nificant relationship between unreciprocity and behavior. 
Although the associations for each role between unreciprocity 
and behavior are somewhat lower among the married, the data 
show that the homicide sample predominated among those indi­
viduals experiencing high unreciprocity. The data for overall 
unreciprocity indicate the same result with a slightly higher 
measure of association than the original association.
The difference in role unreciprocity among the samples 
for the non-married is somewhat greater. The association
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between unreciprocity and behavior is higher for the student, 
occupational and marital roles and approximately the same for 
the childhood and parental roles and the overall measure of 
unreciprocity. In each instance there is a statistically 
significant difference in the degree of unreciprocity ex­
perienced by the three samples. The homicide sample in all 
cases comprised a higher proportion of those with high unreci­
procity than did the suicide victims. In short, as with the 
married, there is a positive relationship between severe role 
unreciprocity and murderous behavior and an inverse relation­
ship with self-destructive behavior.
Summary
The original associations between unreciprocity and 
types of behavior are maintained when controlling the effects 
of age, education, occupational status and marital status.
Under these various social structural conditions the data show 
a positive relationship between unreciprocity and outwardly 
directed aggression and an inverse relationship between unreci­
procity and inwardly directed aggression.
Role unreciprocity has been shown to be highly associ­
ated with murderous behavior. The following case histories 
point out the severe blockage in role performance experienced 
by two homicidal offenders.
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THE CASE OF JOSEPH MORIARTY:
Joseph Moriarty was born twenty years ago in a 
small New Hampshire town, his mother's second illegitimate 
child. He also has two half-sisters from his mother's later 
marriage. Joe's mother died when he was in the third grade.
Joe was raised by his godmother with whom he lived until he 
was 13 or 14 years old. After her death he stayed with her 
husband who died shortly thereafter, and the boy went to live 
with this couple's son and lived there until his recent arrest. 
He was shifted from French to English schools and as a result 
of this he repeated the seventh grade. He did not adjust 
very well in school because he was teased by a lot of other 
children, particularly about his big feet. He got involved 
in many fights and did not participate in sports. He had no 
close friends, neither did he have a steady girlfriend. He 
claims that girls do not like him because he is small and 
ugly. He has only gone out five times with different girls.
He finally quit school in the eighth grade at the age of 
seventeen, because he felt he was too old for the eighth 
grade.
Subsequently, he obtained a job in a mill working on 
the night shift, up to 48 hours a week and making about $63 
a week. For a while he had two jobs. He bought his first
automobile when he was eighteen years old. This car did
not last very long because he bumped into a tree and smashed
it up. Following this accident he bought a 1963 Chevrolet
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that he had for some time and then sold it about a month 
ago. Joe lost his license when he had his first accident, 
the licence being suspended for sixty days. He lost his 
driver's license for another sixty days for speeding about 
a year ago and he never got it back.
Joe was never accepted by others or never succeeded 
in anything he tried. At the age of twenty he desperately 
tried to gain acceptance of a particular girl. She would 
have nothing to do with him. And so, going to her home, he 
threatened her with a gun. Joe said he did not want to kill 
her or even harm her, yet when she laughed at his fumbling 
attempts to win her attention, he shot her to death. When 
the police arrived at the scene, Joe attempted to escape.
With the police in pursuit, he suddenly stopped running and 
shot himself in the chest.
Joe is now in prison awaiting the state's final dis­
position in his case.
THE CASE OF AL LATHAM:
A1 Latham was born thirty years ago in Northern New 
Hampshire, the second of two children. Al's father left his 
mother when he was two years old and they later were divorced. 
He recalls his father dragging his mother to the cellar strairs 
and throwing her down the stairs and locking the door. He 
also remembers several instances of physical threats from his 
father saying he ought to throw him (Al) into the river.
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After his parents1 divorce, Al and his brother were 
"farmed out: to various people and handed from one to another.
Al felt unhappy and rejected. When he was twelve years old, 
his mother remarried and he went to live with them. His 
step-father was a "drunken bum" and there was much hostility 
between he and Al's mother. Al has nothing but hostility and 
criticism to express toward his mother. His mother was an 
avid Jehovah's Witness and tried to force religion on him.
Her over-zealousness made life miserable. She would never 
allow any discussion of sex or pregnancy or unpleasant subjects 
in the home. And she constantly belittled Al, referring to him 
as growing up like "that drunken bum" father.
Al did graduate from high school. He denied any 
authority problems but outside sources reported that he was 
"different." He did not mix with his associates and was 
known to sit in the back of the school bus by himself. He had 
no close friends and was occasionally in conflict with his peers 
and allegedly in an occasional fight at school. Later in his 
high school career he was known to have traveled with what was 
considered to be a very roudy group.
After graduation from high school, Al did odd jobs 
such as logging, construction labor and handyman until November 
of the same year when he enlisted in the U.S. Marine Corps. 
During his training he became hard of hearing in his right ear 
from the gunfire, a defect which still persists. He was 
assigned to Korea and arrived there in May, just in time to get 
into the battle of Chosen Reservoir. It will be recalled that
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this was a disastrous time for the U.S. Forces which were 
nearly put to rout in a defeat, and in which the troops 
were badly decimated. He was in hand-to-hand combat on 
many occasions and in close contact with the enemy during 
combat patrols. He reported that on one occasion he was 
surprised in a fox hole to have a "gook" standing over him 
and fire at pointblank range. The enemy gun failed to fire, 
however, and he was able to get his carefully and tenderly 
cherished .45 out of his shirt and fire pointblank at the 
enemy, shooting his head off. The memory of this vision con­
tinued to haunt him. On another occasion when he was return­
ing with his squad from a forward position, there was one 
young man in his group who failed to evacuate a bunker, and 
as he was going back to get him, a shell landed collapsing 
the bunker and injuring Al with shrapnel. He recalled the 
scream and the collapsing of the bunker with merely the hand 
of the young soldier protruding above the surface of the 
earth. This was a sickening experience for him and consti­
tuted the basis for a recurrent nightmare which has persisted 
ever since this time. He was sent to the rear for ten days 
because he said he thought they believed that he was "kookie." 
He also said that sometime during his service there, he had 
what he called "hemorrhagic fever." In June he was returned 
to the United States and assigned to the U.S. Naval Air 
Station. He began to have his nightmares while assigned 
there and would wake in the middle of the night screaming at 
the boy who was still in the bunker. From there he was
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assigned to the U.S. Naval prison at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, which he thought to be such unhappy duty that he 
accepted a discharge for the purpose of re-enlistment and 
re-assignment. This was in January of 1953. He was re­
assigned to the West Coast and put in a 155 MM. gun batal- 
lion which was to be a replacement unit, and he was there 
for two months. He was then assigned to San Diego for two 
years where he began as a drill instructor. He stated that 
he was then assigned as a special investigator in the CID of 
the Marine Corps. In 1955 he married a girl whom he had known 
only a short time and who was a woman Marine. He claimed to 
have been very much in love with her at first. By reason of 
the fact she became pregnant, she was discharged from the 
Marine Corps and he has subsequently two boys from this 
marriage. He discovered that she was running around with 
other men for about six or eight months which came about be­
cause she was arrested on charges of fornication and drunk 
and disorderly conduct. As a consequence of this, she was 
jailed, and Al felt shamed and humiliated. He stated that 
he was "ready to hang myself from the nearest lamp post."
He stated that he divorced her at her own request in 1958 
but that there was a great battle for the custody of the 
children. Subsequent to that time and after his discharge 
and return to New Hampshire her visitations to the children 
have been a source of great pain to him and have greatly 
infuriated him. She has, in her effort to get the children 
back, threatened to burn the house down and to kidnap the 
children.
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Even following his remarriage to Janet Waterman in
1960, his first wife has continued to visit. From this mar­
riage they had their first child who was a little girl in
1961. She had also a son from her previous marriage. He 
again reported that he was very happy at first, and in order 
to get him started, his stepfather turned over the chicken 
farm he had been running, and provided them with a house on 
the farm. He had worked extremely hard under very poor con­
ditions and had gradually built up a system which had produced 
a gradually increasing yield of eggs. He, however, regards 
the operation as having been far short of a success and with 
the difficulty of financial restriction and hardship and 
mounting debt, the relationship between him and his wife 
gradually deteriorated. He indicated that their sexual 
compatibility had deteriorated to the point where he felt 
that his wife was nearly frigid in response to him. She would 
allow no talk of it, nor discussion of any sexual matters, what­
soever. He elaborated on his financial problems and indicates 
that he owes nearly everyone in town, having debts amounting
to about $7,000. Because of increasing marital discord and 
conflict, he and his wife had sought counseling assistance 
from the local pastor. He felt that they had made great 
progress and had many fewer fights as a consequence of their 
work at counseling. They had to terminate this program be­
cause of the distance involved and the cost of transportation.
He stated that six or eight month ago he began to drink quite 
steadily and that the situation again deteriorated rapidly,
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culminating in an overdose of sleeping pills by his wife 
in 1963 which put her in the hospital. This event fright­
ened him seriously and he rearranged some of his working 
day schedule and his ways around the house. However, he 
indicated that he still had an occasionally prolonged binge 
of four or five days every three or four months where he 
gets nothing done and where he is quite frustrated. He 
stated that on the first binge that he had he was absolutely 
desperate and was afraid of what he might do. As he talked 
about this matter, he wept copiously. When inquiry was 
made about whether he might be able to get psychiatric treat­
ment at the Veterans Hospital, he reported that he wanted 
nothing more to do with them, having sought their help on 
two occasions before for service connected problems and having 
been given a brush-off. He seemed to be filled with bitter­
ness and guilt. One of the major problems which he reported 
was his recurrent nightmares almost every night in which he 
would rouse out of bed screaming until he woke up and disturbed 
the whole household. He had had to move into another room in 
order to allow his wife to sleep. He also talked at length 
about the severe pains he had in his left leg from an old 
injury and attributed much of his drinking to his search for 
relief from this pain. He described how difficult it was
for him to carry the heavy loads of meal up to the second
floor of several chicken houses.
He knew that his wife was afraid of him and says
that he has tried in every way to let he know that he loves
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her. He feels that it is extremely important that they 
talk about these problems but when he tries to, she simply 
"clams up" and will not speak to him.
Shortly thereafter, A1 murdered his wife and four 
children.
Severe unreciprocity in role relationships is 
very frustrating to individuals. The lives of Joseph 
Moriarty and Al Latham were wrought with blockage in attempt­
ing to play out appropriate roles. Joseph Moriarty suffered 
much loss in his early life. His mother died and later his 
parent surrogates were lost to him. He suffered both severe 
loss and unreciprocity in school. He was rejected by his 
peers. Occupationally, he fared poorly. In attempting to 
win the favor of a girl friend he was blocked again. The 
combination of severe unreciprocity in role relationships 
and severe loss both past and present resulted in his murder­
ing his girl friend and immediately shooting himself.
The case of Al Latham again points out the effects 
of long-term unreciprocity on subsequent outwardly directed 
violence. Beginning in childhood and continuing throughout 
his life, he experienced repeated blockage to appropriate 
role performance. The increasing frustration resulted in 
explosive violence with the murdering of his wife and four 
children.




Interference in the performance of roles is gener­
ally frustrating to individuals and is a potential generator 
of outwardly directed violence. Interference obtains to 
the extent that playing certain roles tends to impede the 
playing of others.'*' For example, being alcoholic tends to 
impede occupational role performance, and lack of adequate 
occupational role performance may interfere with an indi­
vidual's husband and father roles. The more interference 
in role performance individuals encounter, the more likely 
they are to suffer severe frustration and as a consequence, 
strike out against whatever or whomever they perceive to be 
immediately responsible for their circumstances.
HYPOTHESIS XIX: The homicide sample will have a higher
incidence of high childhood interference 
than either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY XIXA: The suicide sample will have a higher
incidence of low childhood interference 
than will either the homicide or non­
violent samples.
■^ It is important to note, as indicated previously, 
that interference refers to the impediments to role perform­
ance experienced by an individual within his own set of roles.
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COROLLARY XIXB: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of moderate childhood interference 
than either the homicide or suicide samples.
TABLE 44
DEGREE OF CHILDHOOD INTERFERENCE FOR 
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES,
THE HOMICIDE 








Homicide 8 67 76 62
Suicide 50 23 17 98
Non-Violent 42 10 7 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100




Table 44 shows a positive relationship between a 
high degree of childhood interference and homicidal behavior. 
Seventy-six per cent of those individuals experiencing high 
childhood interference were homicide offenders, 17 per cent 
suicide victims, and only 7 per cent non-violent individuals. 
Contrary to the Corollary XIXB, the homicide sample had the 
highest incidence of moderate childhood interference, 67 per 
cent, the suicide sample the second highest, 23 per cent, and 
the non-violent sample the least, 10 per cent.
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The findings did tend to support Corollary XIXA, 
which states an inverse relationship between childhood 
interference and self-destructive behavior. Fifty per 
cent of those with low childhood interference were suicide 
victims, 42 per cent non-violent individuals and only 8 per 
cent homicide offenders.
HYPOTHESIS XX: The homicide sample will have a higher
incidence of high student interference 
than will either the suicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY XXA: The suicide sample will have a higher in­
cidence of low student interference than 
will either the homicide or non-violent 
samples.
COROLLARY XXB: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of moderate student interference 
than either the homicide or suicide samples.
Table 45 shows a positive relationship between student 
interference and homicidal behavior and an inverse relationship 
between student interference and suicidal behavior. Sixty-two 
per cent of those individuals who experienced high student 
interference were homicide offenders, 26 per cent suicide 
victims, and 12 per cent non-violent individuals. In contrast, 
52 per cent of those individuals who experienced low student 
interference were suicide victims, 40 per cent were non-violent
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DEGREE OF STUDENT INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent)
Homicide 8 26 62 62
Suicide 52 35 26 98
Non-Violent 40 39 12 76
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 127 43 66 236
C = .4726
J ?  = 67.8795 
P «C .0001
individuals and only 8 per cent were homicide offenders. 
The non-violent sample tended to experience more moderate 
degrees of student interference than either the suicide 
or homicide samples.
HYPOTHESIS XXI: The homicide sample will have a higher
incidence of high occupational inter­
ference than will either the suicide 
or non-violent samples.
COROLLARY XXIA: The suicide sample will have a higher in­
cidence of low occupational interference 
than will either the homicide or non­
violent sample.
COROLLARY XXIB: The non-violent sample will have a higher
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incidence of moderate occupational inter­
ference than will either the suicide or 
homicide samples.
TABLE 46
DEGREE OF OCCUPATIONAL INTERFERENCE FOR THE 
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER
HOMICIDE, 
CENTS
Low Moderate High N Never-
(Per Cent)(Per Cent) (Per Cent) Employed
Homicide 6 12 58 53 9
Suicide 47 48 31 89 9
Non-Violent 47 40 11 70 6
Total
Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 83 58 71 212 24
C = .4851
7-2 = 65.2281 
P .0001
Table 46 shows a positive relationship between high 
occupational interference and outwardly directed violence. 
Fifty-eight per cent of those with high occupational inter­
ference were homicides, 31 per cent were suicides, and 11 
per cent were non-violent individuals. The suicide and non­
violent samples shared an equal proportion (47 per cent) of 
those with low occupational interference, while the homicide 
sample contributed 6 per cent. Thus, occupational inter­
ference tends to be inversely related to self-destructive 
behavior and non-violent behavior. The suicide victims did, 
however, predominate among those individuals with moderate
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occupational interference when compared to the non-violent 
group and especially in comparison with the homicide 
sample.
HYPOTHESIS XXII: The homicide sample will have a higher
incidence of those with high marital 
interference than will either the suicide 
or non-violent samples.
COROLLARY XXIIA: The suicide sample will have a higher in­
cidence of those with low marital inter­
ference than will either the homicide or 
non-violent samples.
COROLLARY XXIIB: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of those with moderate marital 
interference than will either the homicide 
or suicide samples.
Table 47 shows that there is a positive relationship 
between marital interference and homicidal behavior, and an 
inverse relationship between such interference and suicidal 
behavior. Fifty-eight per cent of those with high marital 
interference were homicide offenders, 33 per cent suicide 
victims and 9 per cent non-violent individuals. On the 
other hand, 51 per cent of those with low marital inter­
ference were suicide victims, 46 per cent non-violent and 
only 3 per cent homicide cases. The suicide victims also 
tended to experience more moderate degrees of marital inter­
ference than the non-violent or homicide samples.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
176
TABLE 47
DEGREE OF MARITAL 
SUICIDE, AND NON-
INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
-VIOLENT SAMPLES IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N Never-
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) (Per Cent) Married
Homicide 3 15 58 35 27
Suicide 51 54 33 76 22
Non-Violent 46 31 9 51 25
Total
Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 69 48 45 162 74
C = .5007
X 2 = 54.2054 
P .0001
HYPOTHESIS XXIII: The homicide sample will have a higher in­
cidence of high parental interference than 
the suicide or non-violent samples. 
COROLLARY XXIIIA: The suicide sample will have a higher in­
cidence of low parental interference than 
the homicide or non-violent samples. 
COROLLARY XXIIIB: The non-violent sample will have a higher
incidence of moderate parental inter­
ference than the suicide or homicide 
samples.
Table 48 shows that a positive relationship exists 
between parental interference and homicidal behavior, and 
an inverse relationship exists between such interference
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DEGREE OF PARENTAL INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE 
AND NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, IN PER CENTS
Low Moderate High N Non-
(Per Cent). (Per Cent) (Per Cent) Parents
Homicide 2 13 47 19 43
Suicide 60 53 39 53 45
Non-Violent 38 33 14 30 46
Total Per Cent 100 100 100




individuals who experienced high parental interference were 
homicide offenders, 39 per cent suicide victims and 14 per 
cent non-violent individuals. Conversely, the suicide victims 
comprised 60 per cent of those individuals who experienced 
low degrees of parental interference compared to 38 per cent 
for the non-violent sample and only 2 per cent for the homicide 
group. Moderate degrees of parental interference were more 
prevalent among the suicide sample than among either the non­
violent or homicide groups, although the difference was much 
greater between the suicide and homicide samples.
HYPOTHESIS XXIV: The homicide sample will have a higher inci­
dence of high overall interference than will 
either the suicide or non-violent samples - 
COROLLARY XXIVA: The suicide sample will have a higher inci­
dence of low overall interference than will 
either the homicide or non-violent samples. 
COROLLARY XXIVB: The non-violent sample will have a higher inci­
dence of moderate overall interference than 
will either the suicide or homicide samples.
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DEGREE OF OVERALL INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE,








Homicide 4 24 81 62
Suicide 48 50 13 98
Non-Violent 48 26 6 76
Total
Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 110 78 48 236
C = .5618
X 2 =108.852 
P .0001
Table £9 shows that there is a positive relation­
ship between the average a m o u n t  o f interference experienced 
in each role played and the incidence of murderous behavior. 
Eighty-one per cent of those individuals who experienced high 
overall interference were homicide cases, 13 per cent suicide 
victims, and 6 per cent non-violent individuals. There also 
is some evidence indicating an inverse relationship between 
overall interference and suicidal behavior. Both the suicide 
victims and the non-violent individuals tended to experience 
low degrees of overall interference, while this was not the 
case for the homicide offenders. The suicide victims also 
tended to comprise a higher proportion of those with moderate 
overall interference than either the homicide or non-violent 
samples.
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It seems evident that high degrees of interference 
in the performance of major roles is a precursor to outwardly- 
directed aggression more so than inwardly directed aggression. 
Self-destructive behavior, on the other hand, is more associa­
ted with low degrees and moderate degrees of interference in 
role performance.
Interim Conclusions
The findings on interference and type of behavior 
show that high degrees of role interference tend to be 
associated with homicidal behavior and that low degrees of 
role interference tend to be associated with suicidal be­
havior. For all roles and for the overall measure of role 
interference, the homicide sample had a higher incidence of 
high role interference than the suicide sample. Conversely, 
the suicide sample had a higher incidence of low role inter­
ference than the homicide sample for all roles and the overall 
measure of role interference. In short, the data show a 
positive relationship between role interference and homicidal 
behavior and an inverse relationship between role interference 
and suicidal behavior.
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C P C P C P
Child .5498 (£.0001) .5495 (£.0001) .5433 (£.0001)
Student .4726 (£.0001) .4816 (£.0001) .4665 (£.0001)
Occupational .4851 (£.0001) .5146 (£.0001) .4784 (£.0001)
Marital .5007 (£.0001) .4176 (M.S.) .4636 (£.0001)
Parental .4694 (£.0001) .6091 (£.05) .4385 (£.0001)
Overall .5618 (£.0001) .5918 (£.0001) .5582 (£.0001)
TABLE 51





C P C P C P
Child .5498 (£.0001) .6047 (£.0001) .3784 (£.01)
Student .4726 (£.0001) .5293 (£.0001) .3681 (£.01)
Occupational .4851 (£.0001) .4865 (£.0001) .5277 (£.0001)
Marital .5007 (£.0001) .5441 (£.0001) .4041 (£.01)
Parental .4694 (£.0001) .5177 (£.001) .3175 (N.S.)
Overall .5618 (£.0001) .5891 (£.0001) .5341 (£.0001)
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Age
Among the younger sample members, the data show 
that a positive relationship exists between role inter­
ference and homicidal behavior and an inverse relationship 
exists between role interference and suicidal behavior. For 
all roles and for the overall measure of interference, the 
homicide sample comprised a larger proportion of those with 
high degrees of interference than did the suicide sample. 
Conversely for all roles and for the overall measure of 
interference, the suicide sample comprised a larger proportion 
of those individuals who experienced low degrees of inter­
ference as compared to the homicide sample. Except for the 
marital role, the associations between interference and behavior 
were higher or approximately the same as the associations for 
the total samples. It seems evident that among the young 
there is consistent support for the stated hypothesis linking 
severe interference with outwardly directed aggression.
Among the older sample members, there is again con­
sistent support for the hypothesis on interference. In all 
cases, except the parental role, the homicide sample comprised 
a higher proportion of those individuals with high inter­
ference than did the suicide sample. The converse was true 
for the suicide sample in all cases. Thus support is again 
provided for the positive relationship between severe role 
interference and murder and low role interference and 
suicide.
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The associations between interference and behavior 
were slightly lower among the older sample members. However, 
in no case did the association drop drastically.
Education
Among the less educated, the association between in­
terference and behavior is consistently greater than that for 
the total sample. That is, among the individuals with less 
than a high school education, there is a greater difference 
in the degree of role interference encountered by the homicide 
offenders and suicide victims. For all roles and for the 
overall measure of interference, the less educated homicide 
offenders comprised a greater proportion of those individuals 
experiencing high role interference. Conversely, the suicide 
victims comprised a greater proportion of those individuals 
experiencing low role interference than the homicide sample.
Among the better educated sample members, the 
associations between interference and behavior are somewhat 
less than for the less educated and the associations for the 
total sample. However, the data show a positive association 
between role interference and outwardly directed violence 
and an inverse relationship between interference and self­
destructive behavior in all cases.
Occupation
Among those individuals with low occupational status, 
there is a consistent positive relationship between role 
interference and other directed aggression. In addition,
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the data show a consistent inverse relationship between 
role interference and self-destructive behavior. For all 
roles and for the overall measure of role interference, the 
homicide sample comprised a considerably higher proportion 
of those with high interference than the suicide sample.
The suicide victims consistently comprised a higher proportion 
of those with low interference than their homicidal counter­
parts. In all cases, the associations between interference 
and behavior are higher among those individuals with low 
occupational status than among the total sample.
Among those individuals with higher occupational status, 
the differences in role interference encountered between the 
homicide and suicide sample are somewhat less than for the 
total sample or those individuals with lower occupational 
status. Nevertheless, the data show a consistent positive 
relationship between role interference and outwardly directed 
violence and an inverse relationship between role interference 
and inwardly directed violence. For both the high and low 
occupational groups, the relationship between interference 
and behavior is maintained.
Marital Status
Among the married, the data show a positive relation­
ship between role interference and outwardly directed aggres­
sion and an inverse relationship between role interference 
and inwardly directed aggression. For each role and for 
the overall measure of interference, the homicide sample
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comprised a higher proportion of those with high role inter­
ference than did the suicide sample. Conversely, the suicide 
victims comprised a larger proportion of those with low in­
terference than did the homicide sample.
Although the associations between interference and 
behavior tend to be somewhat lower for the married indivi­
duals than for the total sample, there is nonetheless a clear 
difference between the homicide and suicide samples in the 
degree of role interference encountered. The data tend to 
support the contention that severe role interference is likely 
to generate outwardly directed violence and low role inter­
ference is more associated with inwardly directed aggression.
The same relationships were found among the single, 
separated, widowed, and divorced. The associations between 
role interference and behavior were somewhat stronger among 
the non-married than for the total samples or for the married.
A greater difference was observed between the non-married homi­
cide and suicide samples on the incidence of role interference 
than the married. As with the married, the homicide sample 
consistently comprised a higher proportion of those with high 
role interference than the suicide sample. The suicide victims 
on the other hand, consistently comprised a higher proportion 
of those with low role interference. Again the data for the 
non-married support the hypothesis linking role interference 
with type of aggression.
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Summary
When controlling the effects of age, education, 
occupational status, and marital status, the original 
associations between role interference and type of behavior, 
either violent or non-violent, are maintained. The data 
show a positive relationship between severe role interference 
and outwardly directed aggression and an inverse relationship 
between role interference and inwardly directed aggression. 
Moderate degrees of interference tend to generate neither 
extreme form of individual violence.
Interference in the playing out of appropriate roles 
is frustrating to the individual and may generate outwardly 
directed aggression. The case of Burt Pembroke points out 
the nature of severe role interference and its relation to 
murder.
THE CASE OF BURT PEMBROKE:
Burt Pembroke was born 23 years ago in a small town 
in Northern Maine. After his father's death he and his three 
brothers were placed in an asylum by their mother and remained 
there five years. At the age of 12 he became such a behavior 
problem at the asylum that he was transferred to a boys ' 
training center. He ran away frequently and was finally 
arrested for wanton and lascivious speech and behavior. At 
the age of 16 he was transferred as an incorrigible to the 
state reformatory for men. At the reformatory he became
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extremely aggressive and on one occasion assaulted another 
inmate with a razor blade. He spent considerable time in 
isolation. He was released on parole at the age of 18 and 
went to a neighboring state to find work. After three 
months, unable to find a job, he was returned to the prison 
as a parole violator. His parole violations consisted of 
larceny and possession of a dangerous weapon. A year later 
he was again paroled and again returned on a charge of auto 
theft. After two years he was paroled in the custody of an 
uncle. He then incurred several motor vehicle arrests and 
fines and finally lost his license to drive. At this time 
he was admitted to a state mental institution for observation. 
After his discharge he wandered around the country a great 
deal. Back in Maine, for the first time, he became involved 
in a murder; the details are very cloudy in his mind and Burn 
can only remember talking to an older man whose home he was 
visiting and who was a friend, and that without argument or 
anything precipitating it that he can remember, he suddenly 
grabbed a heavy object and bludgeoned the man to death. He 
felt extremely guilty about this and, indeed, could hardly 
believe he had done it. He went back at a later date to 
see whether this had really happened. Some three weeks 
later, because of his guilt, he went to see a lay 
minister and this rather hyper-religious man apparently 
upon some conversation began to grab Burt by his shirt.
Burt became extremely frightened and as with the first 
murder, suddenly felt that his life was in some
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terrible danger and again struck out, committing the second 
murder. Pembroke says he has made a statement to the police 
in New Hampshire, as well as in Maine, that he had committed 
these crimes but that he was not under the advice of counsel 
and presently would fight any such statement being used 
before a jury.
Coming to New Hampshire, Burt Pembroke began to 
work at odd jobs, one of these jobs being to help clean up 
the home of his next victim. The facts of the case, accord­
ing to the police, are unknown at this time, but according 
to Burt, he had found this man more and more difficult to get 
along with. The victim was elderly, apparently was running a 
dog ranch of some sort, and had approximately 100 dogs running 
around the house and the property. The man had become in­
creasingly apprehensive about staying alone at night and had 
started to insist that Burt stay there. Following an argument 
in which the victim was accusing the patient of robbing him, 
this robbery apparently actually having been committed by 
another individual previously having worked for the victim, 
the victim went to his closet and said, according to Burt, 
"anyone who crosses me will get it" and proceeded to show his 
large collection of guns. Burt says that he became extremely 
frightened and again cannot remember exactly what went on, 
but does know that he is alleged to have stabbed the indi­
vidual. He says that he does not carry a knife and does not 
know where the knife would have come from.
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Following this incident Burt wandered around the 
country, spending a good deal of time in Illinois, but 
also out west, and was jailed briefly in the western 
United States. He returned to Ohio at one point, and 
there with an alleged homosexual approach by another indi­
vidual, he again became angry and argumentative and states 
that a knife was pulled on him. It was at this point that 
the fourth and fifth murders, with which he is allegedly 
charged, occurred. Following apprehension Burt was returned 
to New Hampshire, and is presently awaiting trial.
Most of Burt Pembroke's life was spent in institutions. 
At an early age he was incarcerated for being a behavior prob­
lem. Rather than changing his troublesome behavior, imprison­
ment tended to worsen it. Being incarcerated tended to inter­
fere with his attempts to play out appropriate childhood and 
student roles. Later, as an ex-convict, occupational role 
performance became impossible. Further criminal behavior, 
parole violations, and mental hospitalization lessened his 
chances in life. In short, playing the roles of inmate, 
convict and mental patient interfered with the playing of 
other more appropriate roles to the point of making them 
impossible. The frustration felt by Burt as a result of 
this led to his multiple slayings.




This chapter presents various limitations of the 
present study, reviews briefly the theoretical orientation 
and the research methods employed, and summarizes the major 
findings. Also included is a discussion of the inter­
relationships among the four independent variables, role 
reciprocity, role loss, role unreciprocity, and role inter­
ference. Lastly, suggestions are made for the applicability 
of the present theoretical formulation to other academic dis­
ciplines, e.g., anthropology, history, and psychology.
Limitations of the Study
This study is limited to homicide, suicide, and non­
violent males in the state of New Hampshire.^  Ideally, the 
sample sizes of 62 homicide offenders, 98 suicide victims, 
abd 76 non-violent individuals would have been larger. When 
controlling on certain social structural variables (e.g., 
parental status) cell frequencies in some cases were too 
small to compute Chi Square values
The data were obtained from available records sup­
plied by the New Hampshire Hospital patient charts, New Hamp­
shire Prison inmate records and psychological autopsies
^ h e  exclusion of females from the analysis limits 
the generalizability of the findings to males.
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gathered for another study. It is not known whether or 
not the samples used in this study are representative of 
homicide, suicide, or non-violent individuals in the larger 
society. The 98 male suicide victims are drawn from a 
total group of 103 male suicide victims in New Hampshire 
over a two-year period. Five cases were not used because 
of the inadequacy of the data. Sixty-two homicide cases 
were men either presently incarcerated or who had been 
incarcerated in the last five years for first or second 
degree murder or first degree manslaughter at the New 
Hampshire Hospital or the State Prison. The non-violent 
individuals were all psychoneurotic males who had been 
patients at the New Hampshire Hospital in the last five 
years. No attempt is made to determine whether or not this 
sample is in any way representative of non-violent males in 
New Hampshire or elsewhere.
The accuracy and consistency of the data contained 
in the New Hampshire Hospital patient charts, State Prison 
records, and the psychological autopsies may be questioned.
In the case of homicide offenders, considerable effort is 
made to record the individual's past life events accurately 
and as completely as possible in order to assess the patient's 
mental state. Various cross checks are made on the accuracy 
of the data. Numerous sources are contacted around the 
state, employers, social service agencies, mental health 
clinics, police, school authorities, etc., in order to 
validate the data obtained. Also extensive interviews are
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conducted with each homicidal offender by psychiatrists 
at the Hospital.
A similar procedure is followed for the non-violent 
patient. However, it is recognized that less effort was 
made to gather data on his past life. Therefore, it might 
be expected that the amount of data for the homicide 
offenders would be greater than the non-violent individual's 
data. However, the case histories gathered at the Hospital 
and Prison follow a definite format, that is, the histories 
contain consistent kinds of data regardless of the reason 
for admission or incarceration. The major independent 
variables used in the study (role reciprocity, role loss, 
role unreciprocity, and role interference) were operation­
alized using indicators included in the format for the gather­
ing of these case histories. Therefore, should a certain 
indicator have occurred in the individual's life, it is 
highly probable that it would appear in his case history.
The psychological autopsies were so constructed as 
to provide data consistent with the hospital's patient charts. 
Very deliberate attempts were made to determine the accuracy 
of the data on the suicide victim by interviewing the im­
mediate family, several relatives, friends, employers, etc. 
of the victim. Despite these efforts, the question of the 
adequacy of any data gathered for purposes other than the 
present research can be raised.
The question of the validity and reliability of 
the operational definitions of role reciprocity, role loss.
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role unreciprocity, and role interference can be raised.
Since these concepts had not been previously operationally 
defined, there is no way of judging their viability in terms 
of previous research. However, considerable effort was made 
to choose indicators of these variables which could be 
generally agreed upon. However, the choice of these indi­
cators was limited to the kinds of data available in the 
case histories and psychological autopsies. In one way this 
limited the operationalizing of the four major independent 
variables.
Review of the Findings
Essentially this research report considered the 
effects of four independent variables on individual forms 
of violent or non-violent behavior. The focus of the study 
was on the nature of role relationships. It was hypothesized 
that high degrees of reciprocity in role relationships and 
high degrees of loss of roles tend to generate suicidal be­
havior, that high degrees of unreciprocity in role relation­
ships and high degrees of interference in role relationships 
tend to lead to homicidal behavior, and moderate degrees of 
these variables tend to generate neither extreme of violence.
Five major roles enacted by most members of our 
society were analyzed: child, student, occupational, marital,
and parental. In addition, an overall measure of the four 
independent variables was considered. In the cases of role 
reciprocity, role unreciprocity, and role interference, this
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overall measure was the average amount of each variable 
experienced by the individual in each role he performed.
In the case of role loss, the total amount of loss ex­
perienced in an individual's life time comprised the 
overall measure.
The major findings of the study are:
(1) High degrees of role reciprocity are positively 
related to suicidal behavior and inversely re­
related to homicidal behavior. Non-violent 
individuals tend to experience more moderate 
degrees of role reciprocity.
(2) High degrees of role loss are positively re­
lated to suicidal behavior. Lesser degrees of 
loss are associated with homicidal behavior 
and low degrees of loss are evident among
the non-violent individuals.
(3) High degrees of role unreciprocity are posi­
tively associated with homicidal behavior, and 
inversely related to suicidal behavior. Non­
violent individuals tend to experience more 
moderate degrees of role unreciprocity.
(4) High degrees of role interference are posi­
tively associated with homicidal behavior
and inversely associated with suicidal behavior. 
Moderate degrees of role interference tend to 
be associated with non-violent behavior.
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The data tend to support the hypotheses linking 
role reciprocity and role loss to suicidal behavior and 
role unreciprocity and role interference to homicidal 
behavior in a consistent way. The findings for all roles 
and for the overall measure of the four independent variables 
support the hypotheses on violent behavior. In addition, 
the data on controls for age, education, occupation, and 
marital status support the hypotheses on homicide and 
suicide. Under all conditions, the predicted relation­
ships between the independent variables and type of.behavior 
are maintained.
The findings relevant to non-violent behavior and 
moderate degrees of the independent variables are less con­
sistent with the stated corollaries to the hypotheses. How­
ever, in general, the non-violent individuals tend not to 
experience extreme forms of role reciprocity, role loss, 
role unreciprocity or role interference.
Interrelation of Independent Variables
Two independent variables were used to explain 
suicidal behavior: role reciprocity and role loss. The
findings tend to show a positive relationship between both 
these variables with self-destructive behavior. Rarely, 
if ever, is there an instance of suicide that is solely 
the result of either high degrees of reciprocity or high 
degrees of loss. Most often a combination of role reci­
procity and role loss is involved in the process of suicide.
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When controlling the degree of reciprocity, the 
data show that among those experiencing high overall 
reciprocity there is a statistically significant positive 
association (.4270) between high overall loss and suicidal 
behavior (see Appendix B, Table ). The same pattern
is true for those experiencing moderate degrees of reci­
procity. The association between loss and suicidal behavior 
for those with moderate loss is .4448 (see Appendix B,
Table ). Among those experiencing low reciprocity there 
is less difference in high overall loss between the homicide 
suicide samples. This relationship is not statistically sig­
nificant (see Appendix B, Table ).
Typically, the suicide victim is one who in his 
lifetime has experienced a considerable amount of role 
reciprocity. Those occupying roles related to his —  parents, 
teachers, employers, spouse, children —  have generally faci­
litated the performance of his roles. Parents tended to be 
reasonable and non-punitive toward him. They have typically 
made great effort to meet his emotional and material needs. 
Quite often parents were over-indulgent and tended to coddle 
the eventual suicide victims. The suicide victims also 
tended to perform well in school, be liked by their peers 
and teachers. Occupationally they did well, being rewarded 
both materially and with increased status. Wives and children 
were also supportive and encouraging. But at some point, for 
whatever reason, losses tended to occur to the suicide victim. 
Occupational, marital, or parental losses were typical.
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Retirement, the death of a spouse, the moving away of 
their children accounted for many of these losses. It 
is difficult for an individual who has been helped in the 
performance of his roles to blame others when these roles 
are lost. Self blame or despair at such losses is more 
common and suicide is a likely result. So it is the 
dynamic relationship between high degrees of reciprocity 
and sudden and severe loss of roles which together account 
for much of suicidal behavior.
On the other hand, the findings of this study show 
homicidal behavior is most often generalized by high degrees 
of role unreciprocity or blockage in the performance of 
appropriate roles and role interference or the disruptive 
influence that other roles such as the alcoholic role, sick 
role, prisoner role, etc. tend to have on the performance of 
more desired roles.
Quite often severe role unreciprocity tends to be 
accompanied by high degrees of role interference. The data 
show that high degrees of role unreciprocity are associated 
with high degrees of role interference and taken together 
they tend to produce homicidal behavior (see Appendix B,
Table ). Ninety-six per cent of those individuals ex­
periencing both high unreciprocity and high interference 
were homicide offenders and 4 per cent suicide victims.
Among those experiencing moderate unreciprocity and high 
interference, 63 per cent were homicide cases, 27 per cent 
were suicide victims, and 10 per cent non-violent individuals.
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Typically the homicide offender has had a devastat­
ing childhood. Parents that couldn’t get along, unemployed, 
alcoholic fathers and mothers, physical and psychological 
abuse, threats of abandonment and incarceration in "reform" 
schools or other institutions were common. These unreci- 
procating situations tended to lead to problems in school.
Lack of motivation and disruptive behavior on their part 
leads to rejection by teacher, poor grades, repetition 
of grades and finally expulsion or loss of student role 
for other reasons. Most often, they were sent to the state's 
industrial school which often interfered greatly with school 
performance. Various forms of anti-social behavior tended to 
ensue resulting in inability to gain or maintain a job, and 
incarceration. These situations made performance in a 
marital role extremely difficult or impossible. Wives, 
usually drawn from a similarly deprived background and 
possibly expecting more in their marriage than they had been 
accustomed to in the past, reacted by unfaithfulness, constant 
nagging and rejection, and abandonment. Unreciprocity and 
interference in role relationships tended to go hand in hand 
in creating terribly frustrating situations for the homicide 
offenders.
Loss in childhood and student roles was also preva­
lent among the homicide offenders. The data show that high 
degrees of role loss tend to occur among those homicidal 
offenders who experienced high degrees of role unreciprocity. 
The findings indicate that 93 per cent of those experiencing 
both high unreciprocity and high loss were homicide offenders
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while 7 per cent were suicide victims. On the other hand, 
among those individuals experiencing moderate unreciprocity 
and high loss, 70 per cent were suicide victims and 16 per 
cent were homicide cases. Among those with low unreci­
procity and high loss, 96 per cent were suicide victims and 
4 per cent were non-violent individuals. None of the homi­
cide offenders fell into this category.
Generally loss of parents through divorce, separa­
tion or abandonment rather than loss of parents through 
death were incurred by homicide offenders. Typically the 
loss of parents for the homicide offenders grew out of an 
unreciprocating relationship between the two parents and the 
parents with their children. Rather than alleviate this 
unreciprocity, loss of a parent tended to produce as much 
or more unreciprocity for the child. The parent who gained 
custody of the child most often did not want that burden.
If kept, the child was not cared for well. More often, the 
child was sent to live with other relatives, usually grand­
parents, or shifted from one foster home to another.
Loss of student role before graduation was typical 
among the homicide offenders. This usually grew out of 
severe interference experienced as a child as outlined above. 
Inability to perform well in school was commonly linked with 
a chaotic home life.
In brief, then, while the homicide offenders did 
suffer losses, especially as children and students, these
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losses were typically associated with severe role unreci­
procity and role interference suffered as children. So 
then certain role losses suffered in the face of severe 
role unreciprocity and role interference tend to generate 
homicidal rather than suicidal behavior, or in some cases 
both.
Applicability of the Theoretical Formulation
While the present study has focused on individual 
forms of violence (murder and suicide) in New Hampshire, 
the theoretical formulation employed extends beyond the 
limits of this research. In order to test the universality 
of the postulates relating to the consequences of reciprocity 
and unreciprocity, namely inwardly or outwardly directed 
violence, cross-cultural data could be employed. Both 
literate and non-literate societies could be studied in re­
lation to the patterns of reciprocity and unreciprocity and 
either high or low rates of murder and suicide.
Historial data could also be used in order to investi­
gate the validity of the stated hypotheses drawn from this 
formulation for different periods of history. Certain in­
sights into those factors which tend to generate marked in­
cidences of both individual and mass violence can be gained 
using the present formulation. Has it been true, for instance, 
that distinct patterns of reciprocity tend to accompany flare 
ups of violent behavior at different stages in the develop­
ment of a society? Do marked changes in reciprocity accompany 
high rates of suicide or murder in a society's history? Or
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do moderate patterns of reciprocity, that is, not consistently 
high or consistently low degrees of either reciprocity or 
unreciprocity characterize periods of low rates of inwardly 
or outwardly directed violence.
This formulation provides also for the analysis of 
the psychological dimensions of reciprocity and unreciprocity. 
The internal states of the individual which accompany the 
high and low degrees of reciprocity and unreciprocity ex­
perienced in role relations should be further investigated.
In this way, a more indepth analysis of the sociological 
and psychological conditions generating violent behavior 
can be made.
Lastly, the present theoretical formulation can 
also aid in the recognition of potentially violent indi­
viduals and explosive situations and ultimately in the 
prevention of such violent acts. On the basis of the present 
formulation, certain action may be taken with regard to the 
social system itself, that is, in reducing, the incidence of 
situations of very high degrees of reciprocity which may 
be disastrous in the treatment of potentially suicidal in­
dividuals, and situations of very high unreciprocity as 
exist in many prisons and ghetto situations. Also, with 
regard to the individual himself, a greater understanding 
of the conditions when an individual is potentially harmful 
to himself and/or to others can be gained from the present 
formulation.
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APPENDIX B
TABLE 54
DEGREE OF RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE AND NON' 
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR AGE, IN PER CENTS
HIGH AGE LOW AGE
RECIPROCITY 
Low Moderate High N
RECIPROCITY 
















79 14 9 
16 25 68 
5 61 23 






C = .4890 
X 2 =41.509 
P c .0001
C = .6150 
X2 -  63.288 
P < .0001
2. Student
Homicide 29 8 0 24 51 26 13 38
Suicide 47 53 53 66 33 26 33 32
Non-Violent 23 38 46 42 16 48 53 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 68 49 15 132 51 38 15 104
C = .3067 C .3067
X 2 = 13.6448 X~2 = 15.5646
P £ .01 p < .01
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3. Occupational
Homicide 53 14 3 23 57 12 18 30
Suicide 33 39 65 66 33 29 12 23
Non-Violent 13 45 31 40 10 58 70 30
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 30 35 64 129 42 24 17 83
C = .4865 C = 5125
A2 = 40.015 7C2 = 29. 5862
P < .0001 P <  .0001
4. Marital
Homicide 36 12 1 21 42 55 0 14
Suicide 39 54 66 65 32 27 18 11
Non-Violent 23 33 31 35 26 18 82 16
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 46 24 51 121 19 11 11 41
C = .3888 C = .4917
X2 = 21.5547 A-2 = 13.0891
P ^ .001 P < .02
5. Parental
Homicide 34 31 0 14 45 33 0 5
Suicide 50 50 62 48 33 33 19 5
Non-Violent 15 18 37 23 22 33 81 7
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 26 16 43 85 9 3 5 17
C = .4215 C _ .4785X2 = 18.372 A 2= 5,.051
P < .01 P < N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 58 5 0 24 61 15 0 38
Suicide 29 54 63 66 30 30 33 32
Non-Violent 11 39 36 42 8 53 67 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 34 68 30 132 49 52 3 104
C = .4215 C = .4785
X 2 = 18.372 A 2= 5.051
P ^ .01 p <  N.S.
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222
DEGREE OF RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR EDUCATION,IN PER CENTS
HIGH EDUCATION LOW EDUCATION
RECIPROCITY RECIPROCITY
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 36 14 8 16 72 7 0 46
Suicide 47 38 46 41 25 35 85 57
Non-Violent 15 48 46 40 3 58 14 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 19 50 28 97 59 52 28 138
C = .3140
X 2= 10.6106 
P < .05
C = .6395
X  =96.229 
P <  .0001
2. Student
Homicide 18 18 8 16 42 10 0 46
Suicide 62 37 44 41 38 52 42 57
Non-Violent 18 45 48 40 20 38 57 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 16 58 23 97 103 29 7 139
C = .2326 C = .3186
X 2= 5.559 X. =15.715
p < N.S. P < .01
3. Occupational
Homicide 48 4 7 15 58 18 3 38
Suicide 43 32 47 40 30 38 67 49
Non-Violent 9 64 46 39 12 44 30 31
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100






P <  .001
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TABLE 55 (Continued)
4. Marital
Homicide 26 27 3 10 44 26 0
Suicide 35 34 53 30 38 55 65 46
Non-Violent 39 39 44 29 18 19 35 22
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 20 15 34 69 45 20 28 93
C = .3157 C = .4009
X2= 7.6434 X 2=:17.818
P < N .S. p < .01
5. Parental
Homicide 0 22 0 2 50 40 0 17
Suicide 66 56 50 23 39 40 66 30
Non-Violent 34 22 50 17 11 20 34 13
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 9 9 24 42 26 10 24 60
C = .4210 C = .4650
X 2= 9.0588 X 2=16.5653
P < N.iS. p < .01
6. Overall
Homicide 39 19 0 16 65 2 0 46
Suicide 54 40 43 41 25 57 58 57
Non-Violent 7 41 57 40 10 41 42 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 13 56 28 97 70 55 14 139
C = .3611 
X 2=14.556 
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TABLE 56
DEGREE OF RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR OCCUPATION,IN PER CENTS
HIGH OCCUPATION LOW OCCUPATION
RECIPROCITY RECIPROCITY
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 24 14 3 12 64 8 65
Suicide 67 40 54 47 31 24 59 42
Non-Violent 9 46 43 34 5 68 25 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 21 54 28 93 58 41 20 119
C = .3283 C = .6048
A 2 = 11.2376 X2 = 68.6481
P < .05 P <  .0001
2. Student
Homicide 17 14 5 12 45 16 12 41
Suicide 64 42 50 47 34 39 28 42
Non-Violent 19 44 45 34 21 45 50 35
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 30 5 18 93 75 36 8 119
C = .2459 
PL2 = 5.999 
P < N.S.




























21 0 41 
32 55 42 
47 45 36 
100 100 
38 22 119
C = .4819 
* 2 = 28.1447 
P <.0001
C = .4551 
"X2 = 31.0972 
P <. .0001
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TABLE 56— (Continued)
4. Marital
Homicide 21 26 2 10 47 25 0 25
Suicide 53 40 58 43 21 50 58 33
Non-Violent 26 34 40 28 24 25 42 23
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 23 15 43 81 42 20 19 81
C = .3179 C = .3938
?C2 = g.1191 J1- 2 =14.877
P N.S. P <  .01
5. Parental
Homicide 17 28 0 4 47 34 0 15
Suicide 75 58 54 30 30 41 69 23
Non-Violent 8 14 46 17 21 26 31 13
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 12 7 32 51 23 12 16 51
C = .4509 C = .4189
y - 2 =13.0219 y - 2 =10.8692
P 4 . .02 P <C .05
6. Overall
Homicide 28 14 0 12 66 7 0 41
Suicide 64 44 48 47 22 45 66 42
Non-Violent 8 42 42 34 12 48 34 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 14 55 24 93 46 54 9 119
C = .3265 C = .5409
% 2 = 11.1068 7C2 =49.234
P 4. .05 P 4. .0001
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TABLE 57
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DEGREE OF RECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR MARITAL STATUS, IN PER
CENTS
MARRIED OTHER
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Chid
Homicide 42 6 4 15 73 15 3 47
Suicide 42 39 52 41 25 35 76 57
Non-Violent 16 55 44 90 2 50 21 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 26 47 23 96 52 55 33 40
C = .4427 C = .5985
r -2 = 23.4168 % 2 =71.1782
P 4 . .001 P <  .0001
2. Student
Homicide 27 7 7 15 44 26 6 47
Suicide 44 46 31 41 40 37 53 57
Non-Violent 29 47 62 40 16 37 41 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 41 42 12 96 78 45 17 40
C = .2980 C = .3207
“X 2 = 9.3836 X 2 =16.0674
P N.S. P «£. .01
3. Occupational
Homicide 40 15 5 15 62 12 6 47
Suicide 45 24 52 41 29 46 59 57
Non-Violent 15 61 43 40 9 42 35 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 20 26 50 96 52 33 31 116
.4137 C = .4791
= 19.8307 y - 2 =38.0965
<  .001 P  .0001
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TABLE 57 (Continued)
4. Marital
Homicide 35 38 2 15 40 23 0 27
Suicide 26 35 49 41 44 46 100 22
Non-Violent 39 38 49 40 16 31 0 25
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 23 22 51 96 42 13 11 66
C = .3897 C = .4168
y - 2 =17.2004 y - 2 =13.888
P <  .01 ±  .01
5. Parental
Homicide 34 36 0 9 39 25 0 10
Suicide 46 36 45 27 45 63 100 26
Non-Violent 20 28 55 26 16 12 0 4
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 15 11 36 62 20 8 12 40
C = .4589 C = .4481
% 2 =16.5497 *>42 =10.05
P < .01 P <. .05
6. Overall
Homicide 55 9 0 15 63 12 0 47
Suicide 40 41 47 41 27 52 50 57
Non-Violent 5 50 53 40 10 36 50 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 20 46 30 96 62 66 12 40
C = .5131 C = .4959
2 =34.3117 **2 =45.6442
P .0001 P .0001
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TABLE 58
DEGREE OF UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND 
NON-VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR AGE, IN PER 
CENTS
HIGH AGE LOW AGE
' UNRECIPROCITY 
Low Moderate High N
UNRECIPROCITY 












35 59 24 
42 41 66 
23 0 42 
100 100 
31 17 132
12 18 76 
30 64 18 
58 18 6 






C = .4834 C = .5799
^  =40.2599 TC 2 ==52.7009
P 4 .0001 P <  .0001
2. Student
Homicide 4 30 79 24 19 1 6 73 38
Suicide 61 35 10 66 31 47 21 32
Non-Violent 35 35 11 42 50 37 6 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 95 17 20 13 2 51 19 34 104
C = .5830 
=67.9932 
P 4. .0001




Homicide 6 14 84 23 11 31 80 30
Suicide 58 39 16 66 25 53 16 23
Non-Violent 36 47 0 42 64 16 4 28
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 97 15 19 131 37 19 25 81
C = .5915 C = .5911
7t2 =70.4931 % 2  =43.4032
p <£ .0001 P 4L .0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 0 5 48 21 16 75 42 14
Suicide 65 64 33 65 23 25 32 11
Non-Violent 35 31 19 35 61 0 26 16
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 57 22 42 121 18 4 19 41
C = .5046 C = .4207
=41.3472 % 2 = 8.8227
P <  .0001 P N.S.
5. Parental
Homicide 6 12 47 14 16 0 75 5
Suicide 64 44 43 48 33 100 0 5
Non-Violent 30 44 10 23 51 0 •25 7
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 55 9 21 85 12 1 4 17
C = .4508 c = .5558
**2 = 21..6924 *2 = 7.609
P < - .001 P N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 0 79 100 24 5 42 82 38
Suicide 62 49 0 66 29 45 18 32
Non-Violent 38 32 0 42 66 13 0 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
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TABLE 59
DEGREE OF UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR EDUCATION, IN PER CENTS
HIGH EDUCATION LOW EDUCATION
UNRECIPROCITY UNRECIPROCITY
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 10 17 58 16 3 ■34 74 46
Suicide 39 66 34 41 52 43 24 57
Non-Violent 51 17 8 40 45 23 2 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 73 12 12 97 61 35 43 139
' = cL 3 . JOJ.JL =61.16/8
P <  .001 P < .0001
2. Student
Homicide 12 34 57 16 4 19 78 46
Suicide 44 50 15 41 59 40 18 57
Non-Violent 44 16 28 40 37 41 4 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 84 6 7 97 62 30 47 139
C = .3301 C = .5813
% 2 =11.8722 •^2 =70.956
P 4. .02 P 4. .0001
3. Occupation
Homicide 8 14 73 15 6 30 84 38
Suicide 42 58 27 40 56 40 12 49
Non-Violent 50 28 0 39 36 30 4 31
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 69 14 11 94 65 20 33 118
C = .5188 " C = .5881
**2 =33.3753 T* 2 =62.4186
P 4. .0001 P 4. .0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 4 19 35 10 2 14 50 25
Suicide 47 45 35 30 65 66 31 46
Non-Violent 49 36 30 29 33 20 19 23
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 41 11 17 69 34 15 44 93
C = .3347 = .4530
**2 = 9.3156 7C2 s=24.0148
P N.S. P <  .001
5. Parental
Homicide 5 0 0 2 10 14 65 17
Suicide 50 100 60 23 66 29 30 30
Non-Violent 45 0 40 17 24 57 5 13
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 34 3 5 42 33 7 20 60
J k  = •2613 C = .5430
* 2 * 3.0834 *X2 :=25.0977
P N.S. P *<. .001
6. Overall
Homicide 2 44 100 16 0 22 87 56
Suicide 44 44 0 41 56 49 13 57
Non-Violent 54 11 0 40 44 29 0 36
Total Per Cent: 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 69 25 3 97 58 37 44 138
C = .5504
r Z  =42.1775 
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DEGREE OF UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, 




HIGH OCCUPATION LOW OCCUPATION
UNRECIPROCITY UNRECIPROCITY
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 8 26 26 12 4 37 80 41
Suicide 47 62 62 47 48 33 16 42
Non-Violent 45 12 12 34 48 30 4 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 69 16 8 93 56 27 36 119
C = .3073 C == .5755
>2 = 9.7060 "X 2 =58 .937
P <4 .05 P -<£ .0001
2. Student
Homicide 6 44 44 12 12 16 85 41
Suicide 56 22 33 47 44 51 9 42
Non-Violent 38 34 23 34 44 33 6 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 75 9 9 93 60 24 35 119
C = .4225 C == .5741
% 2 =20.2293 *2 5=58.5281
P ^ .001 P iC .0001
3. Occupation
Homicide 7 12 55 12 6 34 88 41
Suicide 58 32 34 47 40 61 12 42
Non-Violent 35 56 11 34 44 5 0 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100





P  <  .0001
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4. Marital 
Homocide 5 10 30 10 3 20 56 25
Suicide 55 54 48 43 52 60 23 33
Non-Violent 40 36 22 28 45 20 21 23
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 47 11 23 81 27 15 38 81
C = .3376 
X 2 =10.4225 
P ■£- .05
C = .4673 


























12 74 15 
44 13 23 
44 13 13 
100 100
9 15 51
C = .3112 
% 2  = 5.4749
P N.S.
C = .5431 
X 2 =21.3455 
P <C. .001
6. Overall 
Homicide 2 30 66 12 2 35 96 41
Suicide 52 53 34 47 49 40 4 42
Non-Violent 46 17 0 34 49 25 0 36












C = .5061 C = .6328
y - 2 =32.0433 X 2  =79.4964
P ^  .0001 P .0001
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2 3 4
T A B LE  6 1
DEGREE OF 
VIOLENT
UNRECIPROCITY FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­




Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 4 28 66 15 8 30 71 47
Suicide 42 53 23 41 49 47 26 57
Non-Violent 54 19 11 40 43 23 3 36
Total Per CentlOO 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 67 21 9 96 68 36 56 140
C = .4905 C = .5262
X 2 =30.4305 2-2 =53.6191
P .001 .001
2. Student
Homicide 4 36 58 15 14 15 80 47
Suicide 47 36 25 41 54 45 15 57
Non-Violent 49 28 17 40 32 40 5 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 70 14 12 96 76 22 42 140
C = .4746 C = .5520
X 2 =27.925 X 2 =61.3887
p .001 P £ . .001
3. Occupational
Homicide 7 29 67 15 6 19 86 38
Suicide 44 43 33 41 56 51 12 48
Non-Violent 49 28 0 40 38 30 2 30
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 73 14 9 96 61 20 35 116
C = .4592 C = .6002
y . 2 =25.664 "22 =65.3275
P <  .001 P .0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 6 18 42 15 0 12 47 20
Suicide 50 48 20 41 70 77 40 35
Non-Violent 44 34 38 40 30 11 13 11
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 58 17 21 96 17 9 40 66
C = .3971






Homicide 5 17 50 9 14 0 54 10
Suicide 50 33 25 27 72 75 46 26
Non-Violent 45 50 25 26 13 25 0 4
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 44 6 12 62 40
C = .4527






Homicide 2 16 91 15 2 38 85 47
Suicide 46 52 9 41 53 44 15 57
Non-Violent 52 32 0 40 45 18 0 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 65 19 12 96 62 43 35 140
C = .6319
y - 2  =63.8326 
P £- .0001
C = .5902
% 2 =74.8567 
P Z . .0001
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DEGREE OF LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, 
SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR
SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT 
AGE, IN PER CENTS
HIGH AGE LOW AGE
LOSS
Low Moderate High N
LOSS
Low Moderate High N
Homicide 12 34 24 24 32 45 40 38
Suicide 46 50 62 66 24 38 46 32
Non-Violent 42 7 14 42 43 17 14 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 85 18 29 132 64 18 32 104
C = .2870 C = .2956
Y 2 =11.8551 %2 = 9.9631
P <£- .02 P < .. .05
2. Student
Homicide 11 13 35 24 24 45 47 38
Suicide 49 63 37 66 34 25 27 32
Non-Violent 40 24 28 42 42 30 16 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 54 43 35 132 43 42 19 104
C = .2882 C = .2590
r - *  =11.9589 *X2 = 7.4865
P .02 P N.S.
3. Occupation
Homicide 18 24 8 24 42 33 0 29
Suicide 44 52 92 66 10 67 100 23
Non-Violent 38 24 0 42 48 0 0 23
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 93 25 14 132 59 12 9 80
C = .3074
Y 2 =13.7987 
P <  .01
C = .5905
Y 2 =42.8443 
P .0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 14 27 0 21 40 19 50 14
Suicide 44 55 92 65 20 55 0 11
Non-Violent 42 18 8 36 40 26 50 15
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 64 45 13 122 27 11 2 40
C = .3539 C = .3611
y - 2 =17.476 y 2 = 6.005
P .01 P N.S.
5. Parental 
Homicide 11 20 28 14 20 0 60 5
Suicide 52 60 44 48 20 50 40 5
Non-Violent 37 20 8 24 60 50 0 7














C = .3109 C = .5172
y - 2 = 0.2049 y - 2 = 6.2171
P N.S. P N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 6 16 26 24 24 46 31 38
Suicide 26 43 68 66 18 29 62 32
Non-Violent 68 41 6 42 58 25 7 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 19 64 49 132 33 55 16 104
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DEGREE OF LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT
SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR EDUCATION, IN PER CENTS
HIGH EDUCATION LOW EDUCATION
LOSS LOSS
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
Homicide 16 32 0 16 25 48 45 46
Suicide 30 58 75 41 41 39 45 57
Non-Violent 54 10 25 40 34 23 5 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 62 39 16 97 87 17 35 139
C = .4229 C = .2705
Y 2 =21.138 r *  =10.988
P .001 p 4 . .05
2. Student3
a Zero cells; no computation.
3. Occupation
Homicide 17 23 0 15 38 29 8 38
Suicide 29 69 100 40 30 51 93 49
Non-Violent 54 8 0 39 32 20 0 31
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 71 13 10 94 81 24 13 108
C = .4582 C = .3682
Y 2 =24.9923 ^-2 =18.5197
. P <£. .001 P .001
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4. Marital
Homicide 12 22 0 10 30 28 9 25
Suicide 39 46 75 30 32 62 82 46
Non-Violent 49 32 25 29 38 9 9 22
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100













Homicide 4 0 9 2 19 33 47 17
















Total N 28 3 11 41 38 3 19 60
C = .3778 C = .3556
~Y2 = 6.8328 y - 2 = 8.6997
P N.S. P N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 19 17 6 16 11 37 46
Suicide 12 53 88 41 51 28 58 57
Non-Violent 60 30 6 40 38 35 6 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 36 46 15 97 18 73 48 139
C = .4860 C = .3637
"X2 =30.017 "X2 =21.1969
P 2L .0001 P .001
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DEGREE OF LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT
SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR OCCUPATION, IN PER CENTS
HIGH OCCUPATION LOW OCCUPATION
LOSS LOSS
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 11 30 8 12 28 50 40 41
Suicide 44 62 71 47 30 30 51 42
Non-Violent 45 8 21 34 42 20 9 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 66 13 13 93 69 20 30 119
C = .3278 C = 3.3!
Y 2 =11.203 "X2 =13.01!
P 1  .05 P .02
2. Student
Homicide 12 17 15 12 25 3 43 41
Suicide 45 63 57 47 37 33 36 42
Non-Violent 43 20 28 34 37 34 21 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 62 24 7 93 35 43 41 119
c = .2045 C = .1896
V.2 = 4.067 % 2 = 4.445
P N.S. P N.S.
3. Occupation
Homicide 16 9 0 12 40 35 8 41
Suicide 41 73 100 47 20 50 92 42
Non-Violent 43 18 0 34 40 15 0 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 73 11 9 93 79 26 14 119
C = .3575 C = .4616
Y 2 =13.6304 Y 2 =32.237
P A  .01 P A  -0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 10 20 0 10 34 29 17 25
Suicide 44 60 88 43 30 51 66 33
Non-Violent 46 20 12 28 36 20 17 23
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 47 25 9 81 44 31 6 81
„,G == .3428 C = .2622f  2 a=10=7936 y - 2 = 5.9837
P <6 .05 p N.S.
5. Parental
Homicide 3 0 25 4 25 20 39 15
Suicide 53 100 75 30 40 60 50 23
Non-Violent 44 0 0 17 35 20 11 13
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 38 1 12 51 28 5 18 57
c,== .4476 C = .2727
==12.7835 4.1048
P .02 P N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 15 10 15 12 12 38 38 41
Suicide 15 55 85 47 12 26 55 42
Non-Violent 70 35 0 34 76 36 7 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 26 46 21 93 16 60 43 119
C = .4759
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TABLE 65
DEGREE OF LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT
SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR MARITAL STATUS, IN PER CENTS
MARRIED OTHER
LOSS LOSS
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 10 35 18 15 30 41 39 47
Suicide 35 43 70 41 36 45 47 57
Non-Violent 55 22 12 40 34 14 14 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100




C = .2095 








































C = .2300 









































C = .4377 
T - 2 =27.5085 
P -C. .0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 16 18 0 15 54 29 9 20
Suicide 36 59 100 41 33 54 75 35
Non-Violent 48 23 0 40 13 17 16 11
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 76 17 3 96 15 39 12 16
C = .2716 C = .3080
y .2 = 7.6514 *2 = 6.926
P N.S. P N.S.
5. Parental
Homicide 10 20 33 9 17 0 34 10
Suicide 40 60 58 27 66 100 62 36
Non-Violent 50 20 12 26 17 :o 4 4
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 48 5 9 62 18 1 21 40
.3183 c = .2656
6.9938 y . 2  = 3.0366
P N.S. p N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 12 10 30 15 24 40 26 47
Suicide 18 46 66 41 24 33 65 57
Non-Violent 70 44 4 40 52 27 8 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 27 46 23 96 25 74 41 140
yS .4501 24.3986 
P ^  .001
=23.7979 
P <4. .001
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TABLE 66
DEGREE OF LOSS FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON-VIOLENT 
CONTROLLING THE DEGREE OF RECIPROCITY, IN PER CENTS
HIGH RECIPROCITY MODERATE RECIPROCITY
LOSS
Low Moderate High N
LOSS
Low Moderate High N
Homicide3 0 0 0 0 17 10 7 12
Suicide 28 53 100 21 17 44 86 52
Non-Violent 72 47 0 22 66 46 7 46
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100






P JL .05 P JL ,.001
aNot included in analysis.
LOW RECIPROCITY
Homicide 80 65 50 50
Suicide 20 22 44 25
Non-Violent 0 13 6 8
Total Per Cent 100 100 100





DEGREE OF INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, CONTROLLING THE DEGREE OF RECIPROCITY, 
IN PER CENTS
HIGH RECIPROCITY MODERATE RECIPROCITY
INTERFERENCE INTERFERENCE
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
Homicide 0 75 96 36 14 28 63 19
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Suicide 100 25 4 5 62 44 27 27
Non-Violenta 0 0 0 0 24 28 10 14
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 1 12 28 41 13 36 11 60
C = .4582 C = .3463
7 - 2  = 10.982 > 2 = 7.632
P ±  .05 P N.S.
aNot included in analysis.
LOW RECIPROCITY
Homicide 4 0 0 4
Suicide 45 62 0 68
Non-Violent 51 38 0 58
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 98 37 oa 135
aNot included in Analysis
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TABLE 68
DEGREE OF INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR AGE, IN PER CENTS
HIGH AGE LOW AGE
INTERFERENCE INTERFERENCE
_______________ Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 6 72 56 24 12 63 85 38
Suicide 56 22 33 66 40 23 9 32
Non-Violent 38 6 11 42 48 : 14 5 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 1.00 100
Total N 105 18 9 132 62 ‘32 20 104
P A .0001 P <£. .0001
2. Student
Homicide 6 28 64 24 13 20 63 38
Suicide 58 44 21 66 37 25 28 32
Non-Violent 36 28 15 42 50 55 9 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 88 25 19 132 38 20 46 104
C = .4665
^ 2  = 36.7247 
P C. .0001
3. Occupation
Homicide 2 9 52
Suicide 59 55 31
Non-Violent 39 36 17
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 54 42 35
~ <5 = '.4816
y - 2 =3i..4212
p < .0001
23 14 19 64 30
66 24 31 31 23
42 62 50 - 5 28
100 100 100
131 29 16 36 81
C = .4784 C = 5.46
2 =38.8904 y - 2 =29.1866
P 4 . .0001 P .0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 0 9 35 21 14 34 62 14
Suicide 58 61 23 65 26 34 23 11
Non-Violent 42 30 42 35 60 33 15 15
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 54 36 51 121 15 12 14 41
£  = .4636 C = .4176y . 2  = 33.126 y -2  = 8.658
p ± .0001 p N.S.
5. Parental
Homicide 3 8 41 14 0 34 66 5
Suicide 66 59 41 48 25 33 34 5
Non-Violent 31 33 18 23 75 34 0 7
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 44 12 29 85 8 3 6. 17
C = .4385 C = .6091
=20.2387 y - 2 =10.0381
P ^ .001 P ±  .05
6. Overall
Homicide 0 24 81 24 10 24 82 38
Suicide 60 46 12 36 25 54 12 32
Non=Violent 40 30 7 42 54 22 6 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 71 45 16 132 39 33 32 104
C = .5582 C = .5918
= 59.771 =56.057
P +  .0001 P -c .0001
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TABLE 69
DEGREE OF INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR EDUCATION, IN PER CENTS
HIGH EDUCATION LOW EDUCATION
INTERFERENCE INTERFERENCE
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 9 54 33 16 6 73 87 46
Suicide 44 28 51 41 56 21 9 57
Non-Violent 47 18 16 40 38 6 4 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 80 119 6 97 60 29 33 139
= .3784 C = .6047
= 16.228 = 80.1534
<6. .01 P .0001
2. Student
Homicide 12 16 46 16 3 30 66 46
Suicide 39 46 54 41 67 20 19 57
Non-Violent 49 38 0 40 30 40 15 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 71 13 13 97 56 30 53 139
C = .3681 C = .5293
r 2 =15.2153 > 2 =54.1295
P <. .01 P 4. .0001
3. Occupation
Homicide 10 0 55 15 0 32 58 38
Suicide 33 60 45 40 67 39 27 49
Non-Violent 27 40 0 39 33 39 15 31
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 49 27 18 94 34 31 53 118
C = .5277 C = .4865
=36.2922 "X-2 =36.597
.0001 P .0001
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4. Marital
Homicide 7 9 43 0 20 65 25
Suicide 40 48 43 30 60 60 29 46
Non-Violent 53 43 14 29 40 20 6 22
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 32 23 14 69 37 25 31 93
C = .4041 -v<5 = '.5441X 2 =13 .479 =39,.123
P z. .01 P z. ,.0001
5. Parental
Homicide 4 14 0 2 0 13 58 17
Suicide 50 43 84 23 70 62 28 30
Non-Violent 46 43 15 17 30 25 14 13
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 28 7 7 42 24 8 28 60
C = .3175 C = .5177
y - 2 = 4.712 ■*2 =21.982
P N.S. P N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 6 25 72 16 0 24 43 46
Suicide 34 68 14 41 66 40 13 57
Non-Violent 60 7 14 40 34 36 4 35
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 62 28 7 97 48 50 41 139
,C = .5341 C = .5891
-2 =38.732 =73.909
P Z. .0001 P Z. .0001
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TABLE^ir
DEGREE OF INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­
VIOLENT SAMPLES, WITH CONTROLS FOR OCCUPATION, IN PER CENTS
HIGH OCCUPATION LOW OCCUPATION
INTERFERENCE INTERFERENCE
Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 7 60 50 12 9 69 84 41
Suicide 53 20 34 47 47 21 11 42
Non-Violent 40 20 16 34 44 10 5 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100





Homicide 8 7 46
Suicide 50 54 46
Non-Violent 42 39 8
Total Per Cent 100 100 10C
Total N 67 13 13
=-LO . d u :
P 4. .01
3. Occupation
Homicide 8 4 35
Suicide 45 51 60
Non-Violent 47 35 15
Total Per Cent 100 100 100





y - i  56..624
p <•.0001
12 8 38 68 41
47 54 27 14 42
34 38 35 18 36
100 100 100




12 3 20 36 41
47 50 37 24 52
34 47 43 10 36
100 100 100
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4. Marital
Homicide 5 5 38 10 0 22 74 25
Suicide 53 55 52 43 48 53 19 33
Non-Violent 42 40 10 38 52 25 7 23
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 42 20 19 81 27 28 26 81
C = .4088
y - 2 =16.266
P 4 . .01
C = .5643 



































C = .4767 
y - 2 =15.005 
P 4 . .01
C = .5622 
"X2 =23.585 
P 4 . .001
6. Overall
Homicide 3 25 44 12 5 24 90 41
Suicide 47 55 44 47 49 47 4 42
Non-Violent 50 20 12 36 46 29 6 34
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 61 25 9 93 41 45 31 119
C = .4220 C = .583:
^•2 =20.167 ' y - 2 =61.355
P 4. .001 P 4. .001
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TABLE 71
DEGREE OF INTERFERENCE FOR THE HOMICIDE, SUICIDE, AND NON­




Low Moderate High N Low Moderate High N
1. Child
Homicide 6 54 58 15 8 72 81 47
Suicide 47 27 28 41 54 21 14 57
Non-Violent 47 19 14 40 38 7 5 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 78 11 7 96 89 29 22 140
C = .4693
r - 2 =27.132 
P .0001
2. Student
Homicide 6 18 51
Suicide 47 58 31
Non-Violent 47 44 18
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 64 16 16
= 6 1 ,
.5696
.242
P < . . 0001
15 10 29 66 47
41 57 34 24 57
40 33 37 10 36
100 100 100
96 63 27 50 140
C = .4073 C = .4811
y - 2 =19.1036 *5c2 =42.177
P .001 P ^  .0001
3. Occupational
Homicide 6 12 45
Suicide 48 38 35
Non-Violent 46 50 10
Total Per Cent 100 100 100
Total N 50 26 20
C = .3965
I t 2 =17.9153 
P .01
15 7 13 63 38
41 45 56 30 48
40 48 31 7 30
100 100 100
96 33 32 51 116
C = .5159
y 2 =42,.088
P ^  ,.0001
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Marital
Homicide 4 12 50 0 19 64 20
Suicide 40 58 30 41 78 50 36 35
Non-Violent 56 30 20 40 22 41 0 11
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 50 26 20 96 19 22 25 66
C = .4711 C = .5417
“*2 =27.296 y - 2 =27.420
P A  .001 P 4 . .001
5. Parental
Homicide 0 13 50 9 8 14 43 10
Suicide 53 37 25 27 78 72 52 26
Non-Violent 47 50 25 26 14 14 5 4
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 38 8 16 62 14 7 19 40
C = .5197 C == .3619
y .2 =22.953 >2 ==6.031
P 4. .001 P N.S.
6. Overall
Homicide 4 24 64 15 4 25 87 47
Suicide 44 40 18 41 52 50 10 57
Non-Violent 52 26 18 40 44 25 3 36
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total N 69 26 11 96 51 52 37 140
■*9 = .4828 C = .5776y-2 = 29.190 > 2  =70.103
P 4 .001 P -4 .0001
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TABLE 72
CORRELATIONS** BETWEEN THE DIRECT AND INDIRECT MEASURES OF 
RECIPROCITY, UNRECIPROCITY, AND INTERFERENCE, FOR THE 
CHILD, STUDENT, OCCUPATIONAL, MARITAL AND PARENTAL 
ROLES AND OVERALL MEASURE



















aPearsonian r used in the analysis.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
